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Indeed, as each progressive agreement has
come before us to be amended, we have
endeavoured to assist as much as possible.
I believe that if this project gets off the
ground it will be a wonderful thing for
the area concerned, It will give those at
Lambert something they have never had
before. It will open up an area-port-
wise, anyhow-that will give us a line of
ports from Port Hedland down to Dampier,
and that is a good thing.

The objections we had to the agreement
in the first place, as the Leader of the
Opposition pointed out, were in regard
to certain aspects that the Opposition con-
sidered were against the principles of the
Interpretation Act, etc., which we have
been into before and which, in any case,
do not come under the Bill before us.
However, I sincerely hope that with these
amendments the Minister is able to get
the project going. It is one that has
dragged on for a considerable period of
time. We have had our problems at Mt.
Newman, and the project was delayed con-
siderably over finance. It is now thriving.

The Robe River project has always
proved to be difficult; there are so many
complications associated with it, such as
the difficulties in the processing of the
ore, the matter of pelletising, and other
factors which are not generally associated
with hematite deposits.

I sincerely hope the Minister can give us
some undertaking tonight when he replies
that this will be the last time we will be
asked to amend the Act. I can see the
reasons for It. These have been well ex-
plained by the Minister and have been
replied to by our leader on this side of
the House.

I wish the Project the best of luck. I
know the Minister has spent a lot of time
on it, probably more time than it was
necessary for him to spend: but there are
many people in the area who are relying
on the success of the project.

I hope this is the last we see of the
legislation and from now on I trust the
Project will get off the ground, if I might
borrow an expression used by the Minister.
I do know that he has at last reached
the stage where he looks as though he
might be successful with it, and I con-
gratulate him for the work he has done in
connection with It.

MR. COURT: (Nedlands-Minister for
Industrial Development) [10.17 p.m.]: I
thank the Leader of the Opposition and
the member for Plbara for their comments
and their support of the Bill. I do not
blame the Leader of the Opposition for
taking the opportunity to indulge in some
good-humoured banter about the agree-
ments. But I can return the compliment,
of course, by saying that the fact that we
have had to bring in so many Bills for
amendment of agreements only proves the
Point I have made from time to time: that

the variation clauses are not as wide and
as sweeping as the Leader of the Opposi-
tion seems to think they are.

The fact is that regardless of statutory
requirements I find the best disciplinarians
we have are the bankers, Particularly
when we try to get $280,000,000 from them!
They generally run a fine tooth-comb
through our agreements in their endea-
yours to check the Government's powers.

If it is any consolation to the Leader
of the Opposition and quite apart from
any opposition he might have shown and
the rights he mentioned-and I have
never denied his rights-there is alwvays
a third party which runs the rule over us.
I daresay we would all do the same if we
had to Put up this sort of money.

The position mentioned by the mem-
ber for Pilbara is a real one. He has been
quite generous in his comments. It would
be idle to deny that there have been forces
operating which have not wanted the
Robe River project to get off the ground.
Some of these forces have also rubbished
the Port Hedland project. I think, however,
that we have surmounted these difficulties
and I thank the House for its support. As
far as I can see this is the last remaining
hurdle we have to clear in connection with
finance for what Is probably the most im-
portant of our projects.

Question put and passed.

Bill read a second time.

in Committee, etc.
Bill passed through Committee with

debate, reported without amendment, and
the report adopted.

Third Reading
Bill read a third time, on motion by Mr.

Court (Minister for Industrial Develop-
ment), and transmitted to the Council.

Hiouse adjourned at 10.22 p'm.

I-irvgiIatue OItonlurit
Wednesday, the 13th May. 1970

The PRESIDENT (The Hon. L. C. Diver)
took the Chair at 11 am., and read
prayers.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Postponement

THE HON. A. F. GRIFFITH (North
Metropolitan-Minister for Mines) [11.6
am.]: In view of the early sitting I ask
that questions on notice be taken at a
later stage of the sitting.

The PRESIDENT: Very well.
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HOUSING; CONDITIONS AT
DAVIS PARK

Unsatisfactory Answers to Questions:
Personal Explanation

THE HON. R. THOMPSON (South
Metropolitan) [11.7 am.]: Last evening
I claimed I had received untruthful ans-
wers to questions I had asked-which in-
deed is a statement of fact-but I later
withdraw the remark with a view to
making a personal explanation in con-
nection with the answers I received. The
questions I asked were as follows:- I

(1) Is the Minister aware of the over-
crowded conditions under which
some tenants of the State Housing
Commission live, in flats at Davis
Park, Fremantie?

(2) Why has the State Housing Com-
mission condoned this overcrowd-
ing?

(3) How many flats are occupied by
more than 2 adults and 3 children?

(4) When will tenants living under
these conditions be transferred to
alternative accommodation?

(5) Will he advise the maximum of-
(a) adults (parents) and child-

ren under 14 years: and
(b) adults (parents) and child-

ren over 14 years-of mixed
sexes who should be allowed
to occupy these flats?

(6) Is it considered that the front
verandahs of these fiats, which
offer no privacy, are suitable for
permanent bedroom accommoda-
tion?

(7) Does the overcrowding referred to
above constitute a health hazard?

The answers I received were completely
away from the subject matter of the ques-
tions I asked and, to say the least, they
were most unsatisfactory. The answers
were as follows:-

(1) to (7) Through weekly rent col-
lections, the commission is aware
generally of conditions at Davis
Park. With the exception of a
tenants' petition complaining of
the conduct of one tenancy, no
complaints of the nature sug-
gested in the question have been
received from tenants or other
responsible authorities; thus, no
detailed or specific surveys have
been undertaken. Only one appli-
cation for transfer has been
recently received. This could
suggest tenants are reasonably
satisfied with the accommodation
and rentals.

The Minister says that no complaints of
the nature suggested have been received
from tenants or other responsible authori-
ties. I object to such a statement, because
(135)

I consider myself to be a responsible
authority, and the first complaint I lodged
was on the 13th March, 1970. On that
occasion I complafined about the over-
crowding.

The Hon. A. F. Griffith: This is not a
personal explanation, it is a second reading
speech on something.

The Hon. Rt. THOMPSON: I think it
is necessary for me to explain that I did
lodge a complaint on the 13th March.
Then, on the 16th March, I lodged 19
complaints over one aspect.

Point of Order
The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: On a point

of order. Mr. President, the honourable
member has asked your permission to
make a personal explanation, but what
he is doing is to make a long speech in
relation to the answver I gave which he
regarded as unsatisfactory. If the ans-
wer is unsatisfactory, the method to dis-
pose of that matter is to ask a series of
other questions. I put it to you, Sir, that
this is not a personal explanation.

The PRESIDENT: The honourable
member approached me and asked whether
it would be possible for him to make a
personal explanation. I asked the hon-
ourable member what were his grounds.
I am of the opinion that the House is
entitled to hear him-if the House does
not agree then the Minister can take steps
to alter that situation-and that any mem-
ber who represents the people is entitled
to make an explanation in order that
those who have claimed that no com-
plaints have been lodged should have the
opportunity to have the situation clarified.

If a member asks a series of questions.
and the body responsible for giving the
replies says there is no foundation for
those questions, surely the member con-
cerned is entitled to make a personal ex-
planation; and so long as it is not too
drawn out I propose to allow It.

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: With due
respect, Sir, I submit you are establishing
a very undesirable precedent. As a result
it will mean that when any member of
this Chamber receives an answer which
does not suit his purpose, or Is not satis-
factory to him, he may get up and make
a speech on the answer he has received.

I do not wish to deny Mr. Ron Thomp-
son the right to make a personal explana-
tion, but I think that you, Mr. President,
are establishing a very undesirable pre-
cedent if you allow this Practice to con-
tinue. The Way to overcome the difficulty
is to ask further questions. If you permit
this type of explanation it will be compe-
tent for any member to get up and make
a speech when the answer he receives to
a question is not, in his opinion, satis-
factory.
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Personal Explanation Resumed
The Hon, R. THOMPSON: I will be

as brief as possible. I have said that on
the 13th March I lodged a complaint about
the conditons of one house the toilet of
which had not been working since the 24th
January, and the Housing Commission had
failed to take any action. I said there
was, overcrowding in that house.

On the 16th March I lodged another
19 complaints over different aspects of
hygiene in those flats. I wish to refer
very briefly to the conditions under which
four groups of people are living in four
horizontal flats in Davis Park. If the
Housing Commission says it does not know
about this matter it is misleading the
Minister, inasmuch as I have been-net
weekly, but sometimes twice a week-try-
ing to obtain a reply in respect of an in-
quiry I lodged with the commission on
the 16th March.

In one of the flats live nine people;
and they include seven children. The
ages of the boys are 13 years, 9 years, and
10 years; and of the girls 5 years, 8 years,
15 years, and 12 years. These people are
living in a flat which contains two bed-
rooms and a sleepout. This is not suitable
as a perminent residence.

Point of Order
The Hon A. F. ORIP'fTH: On a point

of order, Mr. President. are you going to
permit this to go on? This is not a per-
sonal explanation, and surely the hon-
ourable member knows it. This is a. pro-
tracted second reading speech. Even if
you, Sir, do not intend to stop him, I
ask the honourable member in all decency,
in respect of the conduct of this House,
to stop himself.

The PRESIDENT: Order! I think it
is my duty to ask the honourable mem-
ber to be brief.

Personal ExPlanation Resumed
The Hon. R. THOMPSON: I conclude

by saying-
The Hon. A. F. Griffith: My view is

based on upholding the conduct of this
House.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: -that in a
group of four flats situated on approxi-
mately one-fifth of an acre of land 18
children and 6 adults are living.

The Hon. A. F. Griffith: This is the
most extraordinary thing I have experi-
enced since I have been a member of
this House.

The PRESIDENT:' order!

LEAVE OF ABSENCE
On motion by The Hon. S. TF. J. Thomp-

son, leave of absence for six consecutive
sittings of the House granted to The
Hon. J. M. Thomson (South) on the ground
of parliamentary business overseas.

MINING ACT AMENDMENT BILL
Assembly's Amendments

Amendments made by the Assembly now
considered.

In Committee
The Deputy Chairman of Committees

(The Hon. F. D. Willrnott) in the Chair;
The Hon. A. F. Grifflith (Minister for
Mines) in charge of the Bill.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: The amend-
ments made by the Assembly are as
follows:-

No. 1.
Clause 2. page

clause.
No. 2.

Clause 4,
the clause,

No. 3.
Clause 5,

the clause.
No. 4.

Clause 6,
the clause.

No. 5.
Clause 7,

the clause.
No. 8.

Clause 8,
the clause.

No. 7.

2-Delete the

pages 2 and 3-Delete

pages 3 and 4-Delete

pages 4 and 5-Delete

Pages 6 and 7-Delete

pages 7 and 8-Delete

Clause 9, page 8-Delete the clause.
No. a.

Clause 10, pa-ge 9- Delete the
clause.

No. 9.
Clause 11, page 10-Delete the

clause.
NO. 10.

Clause 12, pages 10 and 11-Delete
the clause.

No. 11.
Clause 22, page 16, lines 14 and 15

-Delete the words "serve a copy of
the application on the pastoral
lessee" and insert in lieu the words
"Post a copy of the application by
pre-paid registered post to the pas-
toral lessee at his usual or last known
place of abode or business".

No. 12.
Clause 23, page 1S, lines 13 to 22

-Delete the passage beginning with
the word "unless" in line 13 down to
and including "section" in line 22 and
insert in lieu the passage "unless the
land applied for in the application
has ceased to be reserved from oc-
cupation pursuant to subsection (3)
of this section".
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No. 13.
Clause 23, page 18, lines 23 to 41

-Delete the proposed subsection (3).
No. 14.

Clause 23, page 19, lines 1 to 29
-Delete the proposed subsections (4)
and (5).

No. 15.
Clause 23, page 19, lines 32 to 37

-Delete the passage beginning with
the word "which" in line 32 down to
and including "license," In line 37
and insert in lieu the passage "which
has been reserved from occupation
Pursuant to subsection (2) -of this
section".

No. 16.
Clause 25, page 20, lines 15 to 22

-Delete the passage beginning with
the word "paragraphs" In line 15
down to and including "Act." In line
22 and insert in lieu the following-

"paragraph-
(40a) For any purpose for which

regulations are required
or convenient for giving
effect to section two hun-
dred and seventy-six A
of this Act.".

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: You, Sir,
have Just read a considerable number of
amendments made in another place which
have been referred to this Chamber for
consideration. With your permission, I
would like to say all I have to say con-
cerning these amendments on the first
amendment and then, beginning with the
first one, I propose just to move that we
agree to each amendment.

I think that those in this Chamber are
entitled to hear from me, to some limited
extent anyway, the reason for my action.
it is not competent for me to say what
takes place in another place when amend-
ments are being moved to Bills which have
been received from this Chamber. How-
ever, I would just like to refer to the other
place and say that one of the regrets of
my time in Parliament is that I was not a
member of another place and therefore
able to answer some of the remarks I
heard when I attended there for the pur-
pose of listening to this debate, because
never in all my born days have I listened
to more extravagant words and statements
about a Bill than I listened to on that
occasion!

The reason I asked my colleague, the
Minister for Lands, in another place-of
course, with the concurrence of the Gov-
ernment-to delete certain clauses was
because of the false impressions which had
been put abroad about the intention of the
Minister for Mines in relation to the
introduction of exploration licenses in
Western Australia, and the other provi-
sions in this Bill had it been passed in the

form in which it was introduced. For no
other reason than that, I feel I must take
away the false impressions which have
been given.

Maybe to some extent I have myself to
blame over this and I felt perhaps a little
sorry that I did not enter into the type of
publicity which was entered into by some
of the opponents to this Bill. However, I
did not go on television or interview the
Press to the extent that the opponents to
the clauses apparently saw fit to do-for
what reason, I cannot understand except
to bring about some fear in the minds of
people interested in the mining industry
and to get to them maybe a message that
1, with my great power, was going to make
available three-quarters of this State to
big mining companies,

It seemed to me one of the reasons this
stuff-and I cant find no other expression
for it-was being publicised; but that was
not the intention. The intention was to
introduce into the legislation of Western
Australia something comparable with that
which every other State in Australia has
in one form or another; that Is, explora-
tion licenses and the power of the Minister
for Mines to grant-in our case to call
public applications and consider and grant
-to certain people the rights to explore,
subsequently to mark out or peg, which is
a common expression, the land after it
has been explored, and work the minerals
of this country.

All sorts of things were said about how
the prospector would die and how I
intended to put the small man out of busi-
ness, until I got sick and tired of listening
to this on television and reading It in the
Press. So, I decided to wipe the slate clean
and get rid of this fear by asking Parlia-
ment not to continue with certain clauses.
I must make It clear that the responsibility
of any Minister in any Government
remains consistently the same anid my
responsibility to administer the Mining
Act in this State will not be any different
from what it was before this Bill was
introduced in this Chamber, or before the
amendments were made in another place
I1 propose carrying on with the responsi-
bility I have.

The clauses which remain will give
protection to members of the farming
comnmunity in relation to the land they
own in freehold. It will be necessary for a
man to notify the landholder after he has
a6 permit to enter-he will have to serve a
copy of that permit on the landholder-it
will be necessary for him when he marks
out or pegs a mineral claim to send to the
landholder a copy of that mineral claim;
and it will be necessary for the same miner
to send a copy of his application for a
mining tenement to the pastoralist con-
cerned. 'The Bill as it is now amended gives
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me the right, under clause 21, to protect
the public interest if it needs protection.
Members know that the clause is so warded
that I have the power to intercept an
application for a mineral claim and not
grant it if, In the public interest, I think
it should not be granted.

There has been a lot of hullabaloo
about how this power will be exercised, and
a great deal has been said about the deci-
sions I make in secret. I do not make deci-
sions in secret. The decisions I make as
the Minister for Mines are made in a pretty
reasonable and simple sort of way, actually.

If a temporary reserve application is re-
ceived from a company or individual it
goes into my office, sometimes addressed to
me, and sometimes addressed to the Under-
Secretary for Mines. Then it goes through
the usual channels of the department and
ultimately to the Director of the Geological
Survey Branch who assesses, from a geolo-
gical point of view, the quality of the appli-
cation and the area the application encom-
passes. I might have discussions with the
company or the person concerned and ulti-
mately the file comes up to me with recom-
mendations from my officers. There is no
question of my making a decision in
secret as I have been told I do. If
the exploration licenses portion of this
Bill had been retained, then the situ-
ation would have been a great deal
more open still because I would have called
publicly for applications and considered a
number of applications on their merit and
allotted the areas involved.

I watched a television programme relat-
ing to a meeting held in Boulder. Mr. Oar-
rigan would know the one to which I am
referring, because he was present. Actu-
ally, I thought he was a great television
star-

The Hon. J. J. Garrigan: Thank you.
The Hon. J. Dolan: I agree.

The Hon. A. F. GRIF'FITH: -because
he showed up wonderfully well while mak-
Ing a speech. incidentally, It was the sort
of speech he did not make in the House.

The Ron. J. 3. Garrigan: Did I accuse
You of doing anything wrong?

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: Do not
get touchy; I did not say you did. I said
you were very good. Beyond saying that
you were a very good television star at
the meeting, I have not said anything yet.
The point I want to make is that there
was a man at the meeting who I thought,
from his appearance, seemed to be a pretty
regular prospector; the type of chap I
regard as a prospector. He was given the
microphone and although I do not remem-
ber his exact words he said, in effect, that
all he wanted to do was to Peg his 10
or 20 acres of land as a prospecting area,
and that the Minister for Mines had taken

that right from him. The television
camera and the comnpere then went to
somebody else.

What struck me at the time was that
the meeting was attended by three, four,
or five members of Parliament. I ask Mr.
Garrigan: How many were present?

The Hon. J. J. Garrigan: Just three.
The I-on. A. F. GRIFFITH: Even if

there were only one member present-
somebody with a knowledge of the Bill
-he could have got up and told the old
chap that what he had said was not right,
and that the Minister had gone out of his
way, particularly, to exempt Prospecting
areas to allow such people as the old pros-
pector to carry on prospecting while
the ban on mineral claims existed. The
old chap should have been told that he
was not right and that he was still free
to go out and peg his prospecting area.
However, nobody corrected him.

The Hon. J. J. Garrigan: An area of 24
acres.

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: Yes. All
the old fellow was worying about was that
I was stopping him from pegging 10 or 20
acres. I thought it was a sorry state of
affairs that among that group of respon-
sible people there was nobody to tell the
old chap what his rights were. I knew
what his rights were. I say that in pass-
ing because it is typical of the campaign
against this Bill.

I do not Propose to say much more
except that the ban on pegging which I
imposed from sheer necessity to bring back
a bit of common sense into the situation,
and to enable the department to find out
where the mining tenements existed, will
soon be lifted. We will then go back into
the business of pegging mineral claims
again.

However, I want to make it perfectly
clear that if I see the necessity, in the
interests of the development of the State
and the orderly exploration of our mineral
wealth, to call applications for temporary
reserves or grant temporary reserves, I
propose to do so. The provision is in the
Act and it is in the law. It is also part
of my responsibility.

I do not want this situation to be mis-
judged and I do not want people to come
out with another lot of wild rumours to
the effect that the Present Minister Pro-
Poses to turn the State over to the wealthy
companies. That was never the Idea, and
it will not be done in the future. However,
I have to get on with the administration
of the Act in the same way as I admin-
istered it before these accusations of mal-
administration in the department and
suggestions of corruption and collusion
were made, and before we heard all that
sheer, utter nonsense.

I have a decent bunch of honest fellows
working under difficult conditions, and
they have done the best they can. If any
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of those fellows are dishonest, and any-
body has any knowledge of their dishon-
esty, or, for that matter, any knowledge
of dishonesty on the part of the Minister,
then Instead of making statements of a
half-truth nature those people ought to go
to the police or to the Public Service Com-
missioner so that the name of the depart-
ment can be cleared of the innuendo which
has been made. I am sure that Mr. Oar-
rigan would agree with those remarks.

I felt J had to make one or two com-
ments, and I repeat: I would have liked
to be In another place a few nights ago
and had the opportunity to get up and
make a few comments.

The Hon. J. Dolan: I think they would
have liked you to be there.

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: Perhaps
Mr. Dolan understands how I felt at the
time, but that is a passing phase and I
want to forget it now. Having said that,
I move-

That amendment No. I made by the
Assembly be treed to.

The Hon. J. J. GARRIGAN: May I just
add my few comments regarding this very
contentious Bill? I am not here to listen
to sarcastic, personal remarks about my-
self when I attended the meeting at
Boulder. I did not arrive home until about
7.30 an. or '1.45 am. on the Saturday
when I received a phone call to sa
the meeting waa to be held. One of
the organisers of the meeting phoned
me at that time, so how could I be ex-
pected to Inform the old chap who only
wranted his prospecting area of 24 acres?
I did not know him from a bar of soap.

The point Is, I do not think they were
worrying so much about the 24-acre pros-
pecting areas; they were worrying about
the small companies which were being de-
prived of pegging areas of something like
300 acres. I think the whole of Western
Australia was interested in this matter and
that is why a meeting was held at Ansac
House.

The Hon. A. F. Griffith: The meeting
was organised, and you know it.

The Hon. J. J. GARRIGAN: Well, who
organised it? I did not. The people of
Western Australia organised it because
they did not want to see legislation such
as this passed. To protect myself again,
I have never referred to the dishonesty
of the department. I think the men in the
department are terrific people and they do
a terrific job to the best of their ability.
I did not attack the Minister in front of
the television cameras, but I said that this
type of legislation should have been intro-
duced during one Session, and brought
forward again during the next session so
the people in Western Australia who were
most interested-the prospectors and the

small companies--would know what was in
the Bill. However, the Bill was not given
a chance; it was pushed through in one
week.

The people from the far-flung areas did
not know what the Bill was about, and
they were the people most Interested in it.
I think it is utter rot to say that we, as
members of Parliament, brought up this
nonsense. It was not nonsense at all, be-
cause if it was nonsense not so many people
would have been interested in the Bill.

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: I feel dis-
posed to say that on some future occasion
when I get an opportunity I will arouse
Mr. Garrigan's feelings again because that
is when he makes a good speech. Nobody
accused him of stirring up the people. I do
not suggest that; and he knows that he
did not stir them up.

The Hon. J. J. Garrigan: You said mem-
bers of Parliament,

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: Mr. Garrigan
knows as well as I do that opposition was
stirred up. I received a full report of the
meeting which took place in Anzac House.
It was wonderfully organised, and I have
been told that those who attended received
a little ticket indicating that they were
prospectors, or that they were representing
prospecting companies.

The Hon. J. J. Garrigan: I was not there.
The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: I was not

invited.
Tbe Hon. W. F. Willesee: They must have

run out of tickets.
The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: The tickets

were distributed and the meeting was ex-
tremely well organised. many people at-
tended it and had a great deal to say. I did
not suggest at all that Mr. Garrigan had
anything to do with it. However, I repeat
that it is a good thing to see him roused
and I will do It again some time.

Question put and passed; the Assembly's
amendment agreed to.

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: I move--
That amendments Nos. 2 to 16 made

by the Assembly be agreed to.
Question put and passed; the Assembly's

amendments agreed to.

Report
Resolutions reported, the report adopted,

and a message accordingly returned to the
Assembly.

LIQUOR BILL
In Committee

Resumed from the 12th May. The
Deputy Chairman of Committees (The
Hon, F. D. Wlllmott) in the Chair; The
Hon. A. F. Griffith (Minister for Justice)
in charge of the Bill.
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Clause 24: Hotel Licence-
The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Progress was

reported on the clause to which the Min-
ister for Justice (The Hon. A. F. Griffith)
had moved the following amendment-

Page 21, line 2-Insert the following
new subclause to stand as subclause
(2):

(2) Notwithstanding any pro-
vision of subsection (1) of this
section-

(a) the holder of an hotel
licence may, if his licensed
premises are situated QpVt-
side a radius of thirty
miles from the General
Post Office, Perth, in each
of any two periods during
which he is authorised to
sell and supply liquor on
a Sunday, sell and supply
beer, in sealed containers,
in quantities not exceed-
ing one-third of a gallon
to any one person, for
consumption off the pre-
mises: and

(b) the Court may, having re-
gard to the circumstances
existing in the neighbour-
hood of the licensed pre-
mises and the needs of the
public, from time to time,
on the application of the
bolder of an hotel licence,
authorise the holder of an
hotel licence to sell and
supply liquor, during a
specified Period not ex-
ceeding, or two specified
Periods not exceeding in
the aggregate, five hours,
on a Sunday other than
Anzac Day, for consump-
tion on the premises,
only; and an authority so
conferred shall remain in
force until the Court
otherwise orders.

The Hon. W. IF. WILLESEE: I had pro-
Posed to move two amendments to this
clause, but I think the second part of the
amendment moved by the Minister will
cover the position. I want to be clear in
my mind and I would like the Minister to
be clear in his mind that there is no possi-
bility of a dual license being held. The
Minister has used the word "any" which I
understand to mean that a person could
not have two permits: he could have any
of one, two, or three.

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: I think I
concluded my remarks last night by say-
ing, "It follows from what has been said
regarding the new subclause (2) that Mr.
Willesee's amendment will not be
necessary, as it has already been incOr-
porated." I proffered this advice after
consultation with the draftsman.

The Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: The Com-
mittee will remember that last night we
were discussing paragraph (a) of the
amendment and we were trying to find the
best way to prevent the selling of two
bottles at holiday resorts and fairly popu-
lated Parts of the State, through which
many people travel, while retaining the
privilege of two-bottle sales-and perhaps
even extending it to some extent--which
currently applies in the goldfields area.

I wanted to substitute the words "a
prescribed area" for the words "radius of
30 miles from the General Post office,
Perth." I members refer to the last page
of the notice paper they will see an
amendment in my nlame. It will be seen
that proposed new paragraph (c) which I
shall move to insert in clause 170 (2) reads
as follows:-

(c) prescribing any part or parts of
the State as an area to which
paragraph (a) of subsection (2)
of section 24 applies.

Members will recall that I said last night
that I can appreciate the position which
applies in isolated towns where there are
mining activities. I can see nothing wrong
with the suggestion that two bottles of beer
be sold by a hotel on Sundays. particularly
in areas where people work shifts. Indeed.
there are probably many towns where
there is not a great deal of activity during
the week, because people are at work.
Sundays give them a chance to come into
the town to meet other People. I believe
that there are probably towns outside of
the goldfields, in the wheatbelt and
remoter areas of the State. where it might
be advisable in the fullness of time for the
two-bottle rule to apply. However, I believe
it ought to be done gradually and that
those who have this right ought to retain
it. I consider this is the best way to do it.

The areas which currently enjoy this
privilege could be delineated more accur-
ately. I understand that the term
"goldfields" has presented some difficulties
in the past. It would also mean, of course,
that the areas which were mentioned
yesterday-namely, the major tourist spots
and the holiday and recreation a6reas--
would not be prescribed. In this way there
would not be the problem of young people,
including 18-year-olds. being able to ob-
tain what amounts to any number of
bottles, depending on the number of hotels
wvhich they visit. indeed, they need not
visit more than one hotel, because I am
informed that it would be very difficult to
do anything about the situation if a person
walked in and out of a hotel, say, four
times in two hours and took two bottles
out each time. In fact, he could buy any
quantity of beer in this way.

I suggest that my proposal is a modifica-
tion. I have always believed in making
haste reasonably slowly in these matters.
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We have doubled the Sunday trading and
reduced the drinking age to 18. 1 would
ask the Committee to agree with my pro-
Posed amendment In order that we might
progress somewhat more slowly with the
sale of two bottles as well.

The Hon. V. J. FERRY: I agree with
the amendment proposed by the Minister
for Health. I believe this is in the best
interests of the community. I also believe
in keeping to the spirit of the recom-
mendations of the committee of inquiry. I
think a restriction on the sale of bottles on
Sundays will promote a more sociable at-
mosphere in drinking rather than encour-
age an undesirable trend In public drinking.
I am pleased to see that this attempt is
being made to introduce an added safe-
guard into the Bill for the benefit of the
community. There are many reasons why
this should be adhered to.

The H-on. G. C. MacICINNON: There
seems to be some confusion. I am sorry
about that: this was done late last night.
At the present time paragraph (a) of the
amendment moved by the Minister for
Justice reads--

(a) the holder of an hotel licence
may, if his licensed premises are
situated outside a radius of thirty
miles from the General Post
Office, Perth, in each of any two
periods during which he Is awith-
orised to sell and supply liquor on
a Sunday, sell and supply beer, In
sealed containers, in quantities not
exceeding one-third of a gallon To
any one person, for consumption
off the premises; and

What I am trying to achieve Is that the
areas which currently sell beer in bottles
or containers on Sundays should be allow-
ed to continue to do so. The only way
I can see to do this Is to give power to
the Minister to prescribe those areas
which currently have this provision. A
prescribed area at the present time would
be the goldfields and perhaps other iso-
lated towns.

There is a subsequent amendment to
provide for the prescribing of an area
under clause 176, which contains the regu-
lation-making powers in the Bill.

The Hon. R. Thompson: We are not up
to clause 116 yet but I think we should
get clarification as to whether paragraph
(c) is the right Place for the Minister's
proposal.

The Hon. G. C. MacKIFNNON: I am
advised by the drafting officer who was
here last night that that Is the right place
for it. We could discuss that when we
come to clause 176. 1 move-

That the amendment be amended
by deleting the passage "outside a
radius of thirty miles from the Gen-
eral Post Office, Perth," in lines 6 to
9 of the amendment and substituting
the words "within a prescribed area"

The Hon. W. p. WILLE-rSEE: T see some
merit in what the Minister for Health Is
endeavouring to do but I have grave
doubts about the efficacy of this amend-
ment. I would think, in the first instance,
that this would immediately lift, for some
period of time, the situation that exists in
the goldfields area, because we would
have to prescribe given areas.

There would be no prescribed areas un-
til it was indicated in this Bill that there
should be. Once that was done, assuming
that the amendment was passed, we would
then make the prescribed areas. How-
ever, it could be that the whole of the
goldfields area would not be included in
the prescribed areas, and we would be in
a difficult situation. I think possibly appli-
cations would have to be made to the court
by the various towns.

Referring to the question of cutting out
the provisions for two bottles, much men-
tion has been made of the element that
throws bottles around and makes a gen-
eral nuisance of itself, and takes advant-
age of the fact that more than two bottles
can be obtained by doubling up. on the
other hand, if those people who sit in
hotels just outside Perth with innumerable
jugs of beer were able to buy two bottles,
a certain amount of congestion on Sundays
would be obviated. Unfortunately, we have
nothing but guesswork to go on in re-
lation to this amendment.

The Minister for Health may think
something and draw his conclusions, and
I can think in a different direction and
draw different conclusions. We are get-
ting away from the basis of the Bill as
outlined in the report of the liquor com-
mittee. Once we establish the Provision
for the sale of two bottles throughout the
State, it would be most difficult to with-
draw it, and I am in favour of the idea
that places should be pinpointed as thought
necessary from time to time.

The Hon. A. F. Griffith: I do not think
we have yet provided for two bottles
throughout the State. We have provided
for two bottles to be sold by hotels outside
the 30-mile radius from the G.P.O.

The Hon. W. IF. WILLESEE: That is so.
It is not State-wide; we could say it is
country-wide. I do not think I would
like to support this amendment on short
notice.

The Hon. G. C. MaclKINNON: I wish
to answer a couple of points raised by Mr.
Wiltesee. I should imagine that normal
procedures would follow this amendment
and I would be surprised if the regulations
were not framed in order to coincide with
the proclamation of the Bill. I will ask
the Minister for Justice to comment on
that. I think an examination of the liquor
committee's report will show that it did
not originally intend that there should be
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an extension of the Provision for selling
two bottles of beer. Is that correct, Mr.
Medcalf?

The Hon. I. G. Medcalf: Yes.
The Hon. 0. C. MacKflfNON: I think

my amendment will leave the way open
for the extension of that provision as and
when it is believed the conditions are right.
The amendment retains the status quo as
it is and allows us to move into this field
gradually. Perhaps the Minister for Jus-
tice might be kind enough to tell us pre-
cisely what he has in mind concerning
the coinciding of the regulations with the
proclamation of the Hii.

The Hon. A. P. GRIFFITH: Amend-
ments of this nature make me uncertain
as to what I would have in mind at this
time. I have some sympathy for the pro-
position that bottles should not be sold
in places other than those in which they
are now sold. However, it is not as easy
as one would imagine to insert an amend-
ment of this nature, which says that the
areas will be prescribed.

I agree with the comments made by Mr.
Willesee that the court has to consider
this. What would happen if the court
decided it would prescribe the area of the
whole State? Of course Mr. Mac~innon's
intention would then be completely ruined.
I do not want to leave it in this uncertain
state. I think if we are to do something
we ought to be certain as to what we are
doing. What would happen if the court
decided that Geraldton should be a pre-
scribed area because it is a seaside town
and many people visit it?

The Hon. I. G. Medcalf: The Governor
makes the regulations.

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: The hon-
ourable member knows that the Governor
would accept my recommendation. I have
been handed the job of doing this.

The Hon. I. G. Medcalf: That is not
the court. We are satisfied with you.

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: I am not
satisfied that this is a task I should have.
We are giving all the other functions of
licensing to the Licensing Court, but when
it comes to prescribing where one may buy
two bottles of beer, we are giving that dis-
cretion to the Minister for Justice and
saying that he shall recommend to the
Governor-in-Executive-Council. I am not
happy about that.

I suggest that Mr. MacKinnon's amend-
ment, although well intended, is not suffici-
ently complete for me to vote for it. I
think we ought to postpone the further
consideration of clause 25 and proceed with
the rest of the Bill. I think it would be
fair for the Committee to indicate what I
should look at, and I would like members
to say whether or not they approve of an
amendment of this nature. Do not leave
it to just two or three of us; let us get an

opinion from the Committee. We have this
situation in Kalgoorlie, and I can see Mr.
Garrigan edging forward at the possibility
that Kalgoorlie people will not have the
right to their two bottles.

The Hon. 0. C. MacKinnon: I think I
have already said that I hope that will
not be the case.

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: There is no
guarantee that it will not.

The Hon. 0. C. MacKinnon: You Can get
over that by saying you will Prescribe the
areas in the regulations.

The Hon. A. F. GRIFTl: I do not in-
tend to do that. The amendment before
the Committee leaves much open to doubt.
If we wish to say that bottles should not
be sold in areas where they are not now
sold, I think we should be able to find a
way of saying it. However, if we wish to
say that bottles may be sold in Prescribed
areas, then I think the court should make
the decision after considering the points
of view of people engaged in the industry.
If the Committee gives me its expression
of opinion I will get the draftsman to pro-
duce an amendment which will have the
desired effect.

The Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: I think
this amendment can have the desired
effect. It depends on the wishes of the
Minister for Justice; if he says, "Yes, I
will prescribe the existing areas," it can be
done. My intention is that those areas
which currently enjoy the privilege of the
two bottles should retain it, and that it
should be done in such a way that there
is no break-as was suggested might hiap-
pen, and would happen if we left it to the
court, I should imagine.

That is why I think the matter should
be attended to, either under the regula-
tions, or by including it in the Bill in some
way. I think there is a reason, too, why
towns other than goldfields towns should
be so prescribed from time to time. But
this should be done in a gradual fashion:
I do not think it should be done straight-
away in the case of all those seaside resorts
and other towns which many people visit.

I think the Committee Is quite clear on
this, and if it is I am Perfectly willing
that the clause should be postponed after
some expressions of opinion have been
made on it. The honourable member
could draft an amendment to make sure
there is no break in the Supply of liquor in
those areas currently enjoying that privi-
lege.

The Hon. N. McNEILL: To co-operate
with the Minister for Justice I will state
my intention, as I did last evening, to the
effect that I support the contention of Mr.
MacKinnon: that in certain areas of the
State some restriction should be im-
posed on the sale of bottled beer or con-
tainers as is Provided in the Bill and the
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amendment. 1, too, believe that the exist-
ing situation should be retained and that
in all those areas where the sale of bottled
beer is not permitted at the moment the
situation should continue; that is, there
should be no extension of the sale of
bottled beer beyond what is occurring at
present, and I understand that the sale of
bottled beer occurs principally on the
goldfle~ds.

Like Mr. Willesee, I, too, am concerned
as to how one arrives at the justification
for prescribing an area. If it is to be
prescribed by a court, the court can only
makze a prescription on the basis of repre-
sentations made, or on a case that is pre-
sented, to it. The question is: On what
should these cases be based? Should they
be based on the fact that the areas in
question suffer certain disabilities in re-
gard to the sale of liquor? That is how
I would regard the position. It would have
to be provided somewhere as to how the
court would arrive at its decision if the
court were to determine the prescription.

What I am also concerned about is that,
in arriving at such a decision, the court
may well respond to representations from a
number of people demanding prescription.
Needless to say this demand will come
from those in the more thickly populated
areas, because there would be a large and
consistent demand in those areas. This
would be a Justifiable reason, perhaps, for
the court to determine a prescribed area.
Care will have to be exercised In laying
down, either by Statute or by regulation.
how the court, If it Is to be the determin-
lug body, shall determine the prescribed
areas.

it is not sufficient that the Bill should
provide how an area shall be prescribed,
because it could be done in accordance
with the view of the Minister or the Gov-
erment:, or, il t is to be the court that
is to make the determination, on the re-
presentation's made by various interests
to the court. That, too, could be
dangerous. The Minister for Justice stated
that, based on the views put forward by
the people In the Industry, the determina-
tion could be made. It may be made on
rzpresentations by those who are well out-
side the Industry. I am concerned about
the adverse effects of making such a facil-
ity available in areas that do not enjoy
the privilege now.

The Hon. J. J. GARRIGAN: I thank the
Minister for Health for endeavouring to
move an amendment of this nature. The
Minister for Justice knows full well that it
was In 1955 that the goldfields were first
granted the privilege of being able to buy
two bottles of beer on a Sunday. That
provision was introduced in this Chamber
by the late Mr. Boylen. Then It had re-
strictions placed upon it; It was provided
that there should be sold only two bottles
of beer per person, per Sunday.

The Hon. A. F. Griffith: Perhaps!

The Hon. J. J. GARRIGAN: That provi-
sion has worked quite well over the years.
in Kalgoorlie the people do not buy
bottled beer to excess, I suppose one would
find fewer empty bottles there than in
other parts of Western Australia. On the
goldfields we do not have any beaches,
rivers, hills, or national parks, to visit,
The people only have the pleasure of be-
ing able to purchase bottles of beer on a
Sunday, which they can take home to their
families.

The Hon. G. C. Mac~innon: That is so;
they would take them home to their fami-
lies.

The Hon. J. J. GARFIIGAN: That is
quite correct. Very little liquor is taken
to football matches in Kalgoorlie, because
the hotels are able to trade during pre-
scribed hours on a Sunday. I thank the
Minister for Health for endeavouring to
have this amendment agreed to by the
Committee, and I think members should
speak for their own areas in the same way
as I am speaking for Kalgoorie.

The Eon, C. RI. AB3BEY: I am opposed
to the amendment on the amendment on
the ground that I fear it will destroy uni-
formity. We are trying to create, by this
legislation, a situation whereby people will
be able to understand the position regard-
Ing the sale of liquor that exists through-
out the whole State and not in separate
areas. The Minister sad that some abuses
may occur, but I feel there are no grounds
for miaking such a statement. I likewise
consider there could be many occasions
when people who were drinking at hotels,
especially those situated in their own dis-
tricts, would buy a couple bottles of beer
and go home much earlier than they would
otherwise.

The Hon. 3. DOLAN: I was wondering
whether we could use the words "outside
the South-West Land Division" instead of
using the words contained in the amend-
ment on the amendment.

The Hon. A. P. Griffith. Cut it out! Do
you know what is embraced by the South-
West Land Division?

The Hon. J. DOLAN: Yes.
The Hon. A. F. Griffth: It would Include

Geraldton.
The Hon. J. DOLAN: It might not he a

bad idea if an outside place like Geraldton
did enjoy this privilege.

The Hon. 0. W. BERRY: I would not like
to see the privilege removed from the areas
I represent. As Mr. Garrigan has said.
not many amenities can be enjoyed by- the
residents of those parts and I think the
privilege should be granted during both
sessions and not during only one session.

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: I suggest
that Mr. MacKin non should withdraw his
amendment. I will, with the draftsman,
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look at what Mr. MacKinnon is attempt-
ing to achieve, and I will ask the drafts-
man to draft a new clause that will attain
the objective sought. The Committee can
then make up its own mind whether or
not it agrees to it.

The Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: I thank
the Minister for Justice for his effort, and
I ask leave to withdraw the amendment on
the amendment.

Amendment on the amendment, by leave,
withdrawn.

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: I move-
That further consideration of the

clause be postponed.
Motion put and passed.
Clause 25 put and passed.
Clause 26: Tavern licences--
The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: I have an

amendment on the notice paper I wish to
move, but another member has an amend-
ment on the notice paper which should be
dealt with before mine. Does the Deputy
Chairman wish me to proceed?

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (The Hon.
F, D. Willmott): Mr. Claughton is not
present in the Chamber, but I think his
amendment would have been disposed of
by a, previous amendment.

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: I move an
amendment-

Page 24, lines 30 to 34-Delete all
the words from and including the
word "Sunday" down to and including
the word "Perth" and substitute the
following:-

"Sunday; or
(i1) between such other hours, on

a Sunday, as the Court may
authorise, by virtue of sub-
section (3) of this section,

for consumption on the premises,
only;".

This amendment will give a lot more order
to clause 24.

Amendment put and passed.
The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: I move an

amendment-
Pages 24 aiDd 25-Delete ,ubpara-

graph ODi.
Amendment put and pasara.
The Hon. A. F. GRrFPIH I move an

amendment-
Fage 25, lines 28 and 29-Delete the

passage "(4) and (6) to (10)" and
substitute the passage "(3), (5) and

The Hon. 1. G. MEDCALF: Could the
Minister explain the purpose of this
amendment?

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: This is the
final provision in clause 26 which applies
to both hotel licenses and tavern licenses.
The amendment flows on from the others
that have been Passed.

Amendment Put and passed.
Clause, as amended, put and passed.
Clause 27: Limited hotel licence-
The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: I move an

amendment~-
Page 26, line 5-Insert after the

word "day" the passage ", other than
Good Friday".

The purpose of this amendment is to
maintain consistency as the words "other
than Good Friday" appear elsewhere.
There is an example of this in clause 34
(1) (a) 0I).

Amendment Put and passed.
Clause, as amended, put and passed.
Clause 28 put and passed.
Clause 29: Winehouse licence-
The Ron, A. F. GRIFFITH: I move an

amendment-
Page 2'7 lines 8 to 29-Delete all

words after the word "licensed" down
to and including the word "weekday"
and substitute the following;-

premises--
(a) during ordinary trad-

ing hours;
(b) if the licensee has

elected, by virtue of
subsection (3) of this
section, to do so-

Wi between the
hours of eleven
in the morning
and one in the
af ternoon and
between half -
past four and
half-past six In
the afternoon,
on a Sunday: or

(ii) between such
other hours, on
a Sunday, as
the Court may
authorise, by
virtue of sub-
section (3) of
this section.

for consumption on
the premises, only;

(c) If the licensee obtains
an entertainment per-
mit, by virtue of
subsection (3) of this
section, wit or ancil-
lary to entertainment,
between the hours of
ten in the evening and
midnight, on the day
or days, and in the
part of the premises,
specified, and subject
to the conditions im-
posed, by the permit,
for consumption on
the premises only;
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(d) if the licensee obtains
an occasional permit.
by virtue of subsection
(3) of this section,
during the hours, on
the day, to the Per-
sons or class of per-
sons, and in the part
of the premises, speci-
fied in the permit.

(2) The bolder of a wine-
house licence is required to
make light meals, of such a
nature as the Court may ap-
prove, continuously available
for purchase and consumption
on the premises, during
ordinary trading hours.

(3) The provisions of sub-
sections (2). (3), (5) and (7)
to (11), inclusive, of section 24
apply, with such adaptations as
may be necessary, to the
holder of a winehouse licence.

I am glad you read the amendment, Mr.
Deputy Chairman (The Hon. F. D. Will-
mott), because there appears to be some
dissatisfaction in connection with this
move. In considering this clause members
should not lose sight of the fact that the
committee of inquiry considered that the
right thing, in the circumstances, was that
winehouse licensees should give a service
similar to that provided by restaurant li-
censees without, however, having imposed
on them all the restrictions that relate to
a restaurant license. The committee ac-
cordingly provided that a winehouse li-
censee should be permitted to remain open
till 12.30 am-that is for half an hour
after midnight.

At the same time the committee made
a recommendation that the winehouse li-
censee should not be permitted to sell li-
quor for consumption off the premises as
this is not permitted in the case of a
restaurant license.

In the Legislative Assembly two members
tried to do two different things, and be-
tween them some confusion arose. One
member tried to move an amendment to
enable them to sell bottles of liquor until
10 p.m., and the other member succeeded
in changing the definition of "light meal"'
as meaning dishes usually referred toas
an entree. and it was found that oe
type of licensee would be able to sell botles
until half an hour past midnight.

The amendments made to the clause had
the effect Of converting a license akin to
a winehouse license into a tavern license,
because under the tavern license food will
be supplied, and under the winehouse Ii-
cerise food will be supplied; but, of course,
it is restricted to the sale of wine and
brandy. As the amendments appear to
have received general acceptance it fol-
lows that the conditions of the winehouse
license should be brought Into line.

My amendment seeks to delete the clause
and to substitute a new one to cover wine-
house licenses; the new clause is on all
fours with the provisions of clause 26 of
the Bill. I cannot see why winehouse li-
censes should have an advantage over
tavern licenses. A paper containing the
views of some People has been circulated
among a limited number of members. I
do not want to do anything unfair; on the
contrary I want to bring fairness into this
situation.

What happened as a result of the debate
in the Legislative Assembly is that in a
number of cases it departed very consider-
ably from the recommendations contained
in the report. When the various interests
read the report they were pleased to the
extent that the recommendations pleased
them; and they attempted to have amend-
ments effected to the extent that they did
not Please them. We see the same thing
happening in this Chamber, although I do
not say there Is anything wrong with that
Procedure.

I am merely pointing out what is the
intention of the committee of inquiry, and
the amendments made by the Legislative
Assembly. I think some uniformity should
apply to tavern licenses and winehouse
licenses, because frequently they will have
the same function to perform.

The Hon. Rt. THOMPSON: Mention has
been made of a letter that circulated among
members. Before I read the letter I had
better reveal my own background. When
section 33A of the Licensing Act came into
operation some two years ago it allowed
for the upgrading of the then wine saloons.
to make them more attractive and to enable
them to supply meals.

It is fitting to say that amongst the
people who took advantage of that pro-
vision some spent a considerable amount
of money upgrading their premises and in
providing suitable accommodation. They
include the Pink Pigr, Hay Street. Sublaco:
Gramps, Hay Street, East Perth; the
premises known as 99 Cambridge Street:
the Wines Tavern, Osborne Park, the Bistro
Matterhorn, Victoria Park; and the
Federal, Fremantle. The last-mentioned
will be dealt with by the court today, and
I believe the name is to be changed. Three
of these wine saloons also have restaurant
licenses.

The estimated cost of upgrading those
premises to convert them into winehouses
where substantial meals are served was in
the vicinity of $141,000.

The Hon. A. F. Griffith: Under what
trading hours did they expend this money?

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: Under the
existing trading hours.

The Hon. A. F. Griffith: From 10 a.m.
to 10 p.m.
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The Hon. R. THOMPSON: Yes. Let us
take into consideration the three wine-
houses that have extended trading hours.
to 3.30 am., as applies in the case of
a restaurant license.

The Hon. A. F. Griffith: I take it they
will retain those hours?

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: If the amend-
ed Bill is agreed to they will be prepared
to dispense wth their restaurant licenses;
and if the Minister moves a suitable
amendment I will be happy to agree to it.

The Hon. A. F. Griffith: Why should they
be prepared to dispense with their restaur-
ant licenses if the Bill, as now framed, goes
through?

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: I will explain
that. The recommendations made by the
committee of inquiry allow them to convert
to restaurant licenses. It does not matter
whether or not licensed Premises are in
close proximity. Without premium they
can transfer their existing gallon licenses
or their sale of wine licenses into store
licenses. These people can actually finish
up with two types of businesses. They can
have their winehouse licenses in the areas
in which they are situated: and, if they
so desire, they can transfer all these
licenses to restaurant licenses, because I
believe they are of sufficiently high stan-
dard. They can move to a completely
different area and commence businesses
under stare licenses.

That is not desirable. They built their
existing premises for the purpose of giving
a service. I understand that the service is
rather inexpensive, and that quality food
and quality wines are supplied.

If we study the report of the committee
of inquiry we will find that some restaur-
ants charge more than 100 per cent. over
the retail prices of the bottles of wine:
that is according to the evidence. In my
investigation of some 6? the licensed
restaurants I found that the maxirm=
charge for the supply of some wines
showed an increase of 410 per cent, on the
retail price.

The Hon. A. F. Griffith: Do you mean an
increase in the price?

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: That was the
difference between the retail price charged
by the hotels and the price charged by the
licensed restaurant. I am told these people
serve two types of wine at the list price
of 30c a glass. These are chilled wines
which are served wth meals. I consider
that an amendment should be made in
line 18 on page 27, by inserting the words
"provided such services are ancillary to a
weal" after the words "Anzac Day." This
would allow the standard to be maintained
without the necessity for their having to
convert to a restaurant license.

The Hon. A. F. Griffith: Is this one
you thought up?

The Ron. R. THOMPSON: No, It is not.

The Hon. G. C. Mac~innon: Or their
having to get an entertainment license.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: This is a de-
sired amendment because it would raise
the standard of the winehouse. If we
accept the Minister's amendment we will
be taking a step backwards because we
will be reverting to what we already have
in existence; that is, the cheaper type of
plonk house.

The Hon A. F. Griffith: Could I make
you a proposition?

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: Yes.
The Hon. A. F. Griffith: Let us post-

pone further consideration of this clause
in order that I might have a look at the
circular that I only received this morning.

The Hon. ft. THOMPSON: I ami dealing
with my own inquiries into this, not any-
one else's.

The Hon. A. F. Griffith: You have their
words.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: Some of
them. I can assure the Minister I have
not spoken to these people.

The Hon. A. F. Griffith: It would not
matter if you had.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: If the
amendment to which I have just referred
were agreed to. I believe a further one
would be necessary in line 20 on page 27.
1 consider that the word "light" should be
deleted because we have previously deleted
this reference from the interpretation.

The Hon. A. F. Griffith: Because it was
not a good interpretation.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: Yes. Then
this provision could come under the inter-
pretation of "meals' and a winehouse
would have to serve a meal according to
that interpretation. This would give us
a high standard of winehouse as distinct
from the wine saloon as we now
know it. I agree with the Minister
that some thought should be given to this
matter, and I trust that he will postpone
the clause in order to do this.

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: I will move
for the Postponement of any clause in re-
gard to which we might be inclined to bog
down, and in this way we will be able to
assess the amount of work we must do
on the remainder of the Bill.

I had given to me a copy of a circular
which was issued to members of the Legis-
lative Council. It is signed by the Whole-
sale Wine and Spirit Merchants Associa-
tion, the Wine & Brandy Producers Asso-
ciation of W.A., the Wine Vendors Asso-
ciation, and Mr. Baden-Powell, Councillor
of the City of Perth. The words Mr. Ron
Thompson referred to in his foreshadowed
first amendment are the same as the
roneoed form suggests. We will take time
out to have a look at this because in this
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way we may shorten what might otherwise
be quite a protracted debate on the clause.
I do not want to give an undertaking con-
cerning this: I merely want to have a
lock at it.

The Hon. W. F. WILLESEE: I think
I should clear up the point regarding the
document to which the Minister has re-
ferred. Not very long ago I received a
letter signed by Mr. Baden-Powell with
the attached document. I asked for half
a dozen roneced copies to be made avail-
able to me, not realising that we were
almost up to the clause concerned. Before
I had read the document I gave a copy
of it to the Minister and to each of my
colleagues here. We must remember that
we did not receive a copy of the amend-
merits until very late yesterday afternoon
and that is the reason we have received
this particular document so late,

The Hon. A. F, GRIFFITH: I am not
complaining at all. I would not be a bit
surprised if, during the passage of this
Bill. I have a slip of paper handed to me
regarding some other clause. There is
nothing wrong with that at all. It is just
that I have glanced through the circular
and it seems to me to have some meat in
it, but I want an opportunity to study it.
I therefore move-

That further consideration of the
clause be postponed.

Motion put and passed.
Clause 30: Cabaret licence-
The Hon. S. T?. J. TH4OMPSON: I move

an amendment-
Page 27, line 35--Delete the word

"three" and substitute the word "two".
The purpose of this amendment is to re-
duce the hours during which liquor can
be sold at a Cabaret. I believe that 3.30
am. is far too late, particularly in the
areas I represent. With the half hour for
cleaning up, it would be 4 am, before the
folk attending the cabaret would begin to
drive home. If my amendment Is agreed
to. this hour will be altered to 3 a.m., which
is a far more reasonable time.

The Hon. E. C. HOUSE: I oppose this
amendment. If this is passed we would be
differentiating between the City and the
country. Also, it would create problems
with regard to its policing. if the young
folk did leave at 3 a.m., most of them
would want to go somewhere else to drink,
whereas if the clause is left as it is. the
time stipulated would be the time they
would probably want to go home, anyway.

In my opinion we should retain uni-
formity, and a sensible approach with re-
gard to the policing of legislation we pass.
Certain circumstances would exist when
3 a.m. would be quite late enough. How-
ever, there is no compulsion with regard
to this clause, and I do not believe that
the p-esent provision is unreasonable.

The Hen, A. P. GRIFFITH: I cannot feel
much excitement about this amendment.
I suggest that those who want to go to bed
with the crows and get up with the
cockerels can do so: but what is an hour?
If a person wants to leave earlier he can
do so.

The Hon. W. F. Willesee: You would not
offend the host at that hour.

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: No. I am not
excited about the amendment.

Amendment put and negatived.
clause put and Passed.
Clauses 31 to 33 put and passed.
Clause 34: Restaurant licence-
The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: My next

amendment is purely consequential. I move
an amendment-

Page 31, line 13-Delete the expres-
sion "(9)" and substitute the expres-
sion "(10)".

Amendment put and passed.
Clause, as amended, put and passed.
Clause 35: Club licence-
The Eon. A. F. GRIFFITH: I move an

amendment-
Page 32-Delete all wvords in lines

4 to 22 and substitute the passage,
"company; ".

Perhaps I had better explain this amend-
ment. Clubs have been brought into line
with hotels, taverns, and other places with
regard to Sunday trading. The provisions
relating to bottle trading on Sundays are
now found in another clause and subpara-
graph (ii) has become redundant.

Amendment put and passed.
The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH4: I move an

amendment-
Page 33-Delete subelause (2) and

the proviso thereto.
Amendment put and passed.
The Hon. 0. C. MacKINNON: With

the passing of this amendment it will be
necessary to recommit an earlier clause
to bring the licenses into line with the
general principle.

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH:. I move an
amendment--

Page 33, line 31-Delete the wocrd
"subsection" and substitute the pas-
sage "subsections (2) and".

Amendment put and passed.
Sitting suspended from 12.57 to 2.15 p.m.

The H-on, W. F. WILLESEE: I move an
amendment-

Page 33, line 38-Insert after the
passage "permit." the passage "For the
purposes of this subsection, the words
".special occasion" in subsection (9) of
section 24 means a special occasion
of the club.".
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The amendment in my name on the notice
paper seeks to give definition to the words
"special occasion" with respect to club
licenses. If the Committee accepts the
amendment the provision would be in the
nature of an insurance clause in that clubs
would be confined to certain activities
which were originally intended to apply
to clubs. Basically clubs should not be
caterers.

Under the legislation as it now reads,
there is a fear that clubs may take the
opportunity to set aside part of their pre-
mises for functions associated with club
members and that this would be a de-
parture from the principle which attaches
to clubs.

There is no question that clubs have the
right to have special functions on their
premises several times a year. Basically,
that is a club principle and one which is
backed by the committee. It is thought
that an occasional special function can
develop the interests of the club.

The line of thought behind the amend-
ment is that, under the measure, it is
possible that a club could extend its activi-
ties to include weddings of club members
and other functions. This could grow to
the point that a club could be functioning
every night of the week at the instigation
of members for their own private ends.
It is easy to imagine this kind of situation
developing when we think of the national
backgrounds of same clubs and the ex-
tremely high membership in some in-
stances.

In country towns the small caterer or
the country club caterer could almost be
put out of business. This is basically an
insurance proviso to ensure that clubs re-
main in the orbit that they have had under
the Act up to now, which meets with the
approval of the Licensing Court. These
words will merely ensure that clubs do not
move into a field of competition which is
not now their prerogative and which we
do not wish to extend to them. I think
it is far better that this proviso be written
into the legislation at this moment, rather
than that we should find in a year or two
that some action is required.

The Hon. A. P. GRIFFITH: Could I pur-
sue a line of inquiry with Mr. Willesee?
Am I to understand that he means that
an activity of the club would be for the
members of the club: or would some other
Organisation be able to use club premises
for its activities, although it is not
connected with the club?

The Hon. W. F. WILLESEE: The mem-
bers of the club should not have the right
to use the club for their Private Purposes.

The Hon. A. F. Griffith: That is frowned
on by the Licensing Court at the moment.

The Ron. W. F. WILLESqEE: It could
happen in a club of 1,000 members that
every wedding, anniversary, and so on

would come into this field, which is now
outside the scope of the club. The basis
of a club is that the committee of the club
works for the benefit of the club and its
members. I want to ensure that that situa-
tion persists. I do not think we would
agree under any circumstances to go as
far as the Minister suggested and allow an
outside body to come in, because that
would be sheer, open competition. That
could happen under this legislation as it
now stands.

The Hon. A. P. GRIFFITH: I wonder
whether I have made my point clear to Mr.
Willesee. I think the amendment would
allow some Organisation not connected with
a club to have a gathering or function on
the premises of a club. I want to know
whether that is what is intended.

The Hon. W. F. WILLE SEE: I categoric-
ally deny that that is intended, because
that would interfere with the business of
caterers. If a hotel could not handle a
function it certainly would not go to a
club; it would go to one of the other Organ-
isations that are established for that
purpose.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: I think this
amendment is necessary. I know of in-
stances where clubs within the metropoli-
tan area are virtually letting their premises
to Outside bodies. Some clubs are prepared
to do that, although it is in contravention
of the Act at the Present time. If I thought.
this amendment would allow that, I would
strongly Oppose it. A Person belongs to a
club in order to use and enjoy the club.
I read this amendment to mean that any
special occasion Is for the benefit of club,
members.

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFTH: I have a note
about what happened in the Legislative
Assembly. I was not there for a major
part of the time.

The H-on. W. F. Willesee: I do not think
You are taking much notice of what hap-
pened there, anyhow.

The Hon. A. P. GRIFFITH: We must
take notice of what happened there be-
cause whatever we do to this Bill has to
go back there for concurrence. Most of
my amendments are drafting amendments.
The amendment proposed would restrict
the use of a club to club functions. The
Assembly gave consideration to this matter.
and a move was made in that Chamber to
prevent private functions being held on
club premises. That is Mr. Willesee's Point.

The Hon. W. F. Willesee: That is right.

The Hon. A. P. GRflFIH: I do not
have a fixed view on this. After due con-
sideration the Assembly rejected the move
and the amendment was not carried. It is
now sought to reintroduce it here. There
are a number Of Organisatlons-I will
not name them-which have difficulty in
finding a place to hold their functions. As.
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long as this matter is kept to reasonable
proportions, I do not see any real objec-
tion to it.

I wonder whether Mr, Willesee under-
stands his amendment-and I do not mean
to be rude when I say that. As I said, I
have no strong views on the matter, but
I would have strong views if I thought a
club was hiring out its premises for
functions held by other clubs, and if the
members of the first club were incom-
moded by the activities of the members of
the other clubs. If the secretary of a club
told the members that they could not
occupy a major portion of the club
Premises because it was let to some other
club, I think that would be undesirable.
However, I do not see anything wrong with
a, worthy organisation-and I can think of
a number of them that may not be able
to find a home-using club premises to
hold a dance. I am prepared to let the
amendment go on that understanding.

The Hon. W. F. W71.LESEE: I accept the
explanation of the Minister. There is no
objection where the occasion is a special
occasion for the club, but there appears to
be no Justification for permitting clubs to
enter the field of catering for the public. I
believe this amendment would be an
insurance against that situation.

The side issues the Minister has led me
into have forced me to reply and I do not
know whether the situation described by
the Minister has occurred. However,
basically, we do not wish to allow a group
of club members to become isolated and
be nightly habitues, and so enter into com-
petition with the club itself.

The Hon. V. 3. FERRY: I appreciate the
thoughts expressed by Mr. Willesee, but I
am a little apprehensive about the ulti-
mate effect of what we are endeavouring
to do in respect of clubs allowing other
bodies to use their premises on certain
occasions. I am aware, as I am sure other
members are aware, that, particularly in
the country, licensed clubs such as golf
clubs permit certain organisations to use
their facilities for limited periods-maybe
a couple of hours one night a week for
regular meetings, and a meal is served.

This is a most worthy amenity in
country areas and if those facilities were
not available in the clubs the organisations
which are invited to use the premises
would not have, as the Minister for
-Justice said, a home for this type of
function. However, I am a little concerned
because I am not particularly clear as to
the ultimate effect of the amendment. I
would be loth to take away this avenue
which is available to creditable organisa-
tions. To deny them this sort of facility
would be to the detriment of the com-
m-unity. I would like further clarification
-on this matter.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: I thought I
made myself clear previously. I know
factually that some clubs permit even
private firms to use their premises for staff
parties, particularly around Christmas
time. I have known of 21st birthday parties
and weddings to be held on dlub premises
at certain times of the year when the club
has had no organised functions. on such
occasions the club closes off a portion of
the bar and a large dance area and lets
those sections.

That is contrary to the Act, but it is
being done at the moment. I consider that
it is being done in competition with the
hotels. I believe a club should operate for
the benefit of Its members-and their
wives on certain occasions. I disagree that
a club should be let as a commercial
proposition. I have no objection at all to a
club-and I am talking about the metro-
politan area-making Its facilities avail-
able for the members of, say, a dart club,
which would have only a dozen members-
for the purposes of a trophy presentation
night.

The same thing could apply in country
areas where there are no licensed premises
or, if there are licensed premises, they are
not available for such a function, and aL
hockey club or football club could use the
licensed club facilities. I think the court
has always looked at this question with a
certain amount of discretion, and it is en-
titled to do so in remote areas.

I do not think the inclusion of these
words would preclude the court from doing
that. I think the amendment would tidy
up the situation to the point that clubs
would be stopped from entering into com-
mercial practices, as some of them do at
present.

The Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: I am a
little worried about the amendment be-
cause It is not easy in small towns to obtain
caterers to look after a small show week
by week. Of course, it is comparatively
easy to obtain an organisation to cater for
a fairly large show, and I suppose the most
famous would be the Country Women's
Association.

However, I am thinking more of the diffi-
culties occasioned in a number of towns
where clubs meet weekly, bi-weekly, or once
a month, and mneals are served at the meet-
ings. Some of those clubs are welfare clubs
and the like and their membership is
limited to, perhaps, 25 to 35; so there is
not much money to be made out of this
business.

The hotel might not be able to accom-
modate such mneetings-hbotels are not ar-
ranged necessarily on a population basis.
Some large towns like Manjimup have only
one hotel whilst some small towns like
Bridgetown have four or five. Sometimes
it is found that the local licensed golf club
has a couple living on the premises and
the wife is Prepared to cater, with her
husband's assistance, for other clubs.
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I think members know the type of club
I mean. What worries me is that this Prac-
tice would be stopped and I know many
towns which would have great difficulty in
obtaining the services of a caterer for such
a function. In such situations one generally
finds. that 90 per cent. of the members of,
say, a luncheon club are, in fact, members
of the club or of some other club. There-
fore I would not like to see that sort of
function stopped.

The H-on, W. F WILLESEE: I thank
both of the previous speakers for the clari-
fication of the points I bad in mind. The
purpose behind the amendment is that the
public shall be catered for consistently on
the basis of every night in the week if it
is so desired. The situation envisaged by
Mr. Perry in small country towns would
not, I think, be affected by what I have in
mind. I am thinking of the club with a
large membership; not a small club that
will fulfil the requirements of a country
town. The hotels that I know of do not
engage in many catering activities, unless
the catering that is to be done is on a
large scale. They would not care, and in
fact I think they would be relieved, if a
small organishation were to cater for the
functions I have in mind.

Also the club itself would not mate a
profit from holding such a f unction. As
the Minister for Health has said, there
would be members of a particular party
who would also be members of another
club. If I thought that would be a deter-
rent in this regard. I would not persist
with it, but I do not think it would be.
This amendment would apply to a situation
in the metropolitan area. or in a major
town. If an opportunity were given to a
club to move into this field and it set up
a cost structure based on this feature it
would, naturally enough, strive to make it
a continuing feature of its activities.

The Hon. I. G. MEDCALF: I am not in
favour of the amendment because it will
take awa~y from clubs something which
they now enjoy; that is, the right to hold
special occasions.

The Hon. W. F. Willesee: It will not
take that right away.

The Hon. I. G. MEDCALF: It deals
with a special occasion for a club and, to
me aL special occasion seems to be one
which is organised presumably by the club
committee.

The Hon. W. F. Willesee: For the bene-
fit of its members.

The Hon. 1. G. MEDCALF: Yes, for the
benefit of Particular members of the club
who wish to participate. There are many
legitimate functions held now for which
the members of the club use the club pre-
mises, but it is still not an occasion that
Is held by the club. In fact, this amend-
ment could result in a club, which is not

in a very good financial position, showing
a loss of revenue if it is unable to hold
the functions it is able to hold at pre-
sent which one may say are of a semii-club
nature. Although club members are pre-
sent it is not regarded as a club occasion,
it is not organised by the club committee,
nor is it open to all members of the club.
it might simply be a private function at
which are Present one or two members
of the club and some guests. This hap-
pens quite often now at many clubs and
the holding of such occasions represents
a useful source of revenue.

In fact, if clubs do not hold such func-
tions no doubt they would have to raise
their fees or charge more for the liquor
they sell, or make up the loss in some
other way. They would cut down on one of
the rights enjoyed by members at present;
that is, to arrange a function at the club-
I think most clubs would be used on a
number of occasions to hold 21st birthday
parties and functions of that nature, but
I still feel that if we impose a limit by
providing that it shall only be a special
occasion of the club, the premises would
not be made available to all club members
on such occasions as club dinners or
social events of various kinds. For that
reason I feel the amendment would take
away something that is at present enjoyed
by clubs and I do not favour it,

The Hon. W. F. WILLESEE: We are
now getting close to the core of the prob-
lem. if we protect the clubs by this
method we will prevent open competition
in another field. If members consider that
the club membership fees would be reduced
if the club engaged in catering, or that the
price of the beer itself could be reduced-

The Hon. I. G. Medcalf: I did not say
is could be reduced; I said it could be in-
creased.

The Hon. W. F. WILLESEE: The choice
of words does not make any difference.

The Hon. 1. 0. Medcalf: It does to me.
The Hion. W. F. WILLESEE:. What l

am saying is that this Is the kernel of what,
I have been trying to say all along, but
it is not a field that clubs should enter
upon. If some clubs are permitted to do
it all clubs should have the right to do it.

The Hon. 1. G. Medcalf: They have.

The Hon. W. F. WILLESEE: In principle
they have not.

The Hon. 1. 0. Medcalf:- They do.
The Hon A. F. Griffith: They are break-

ing the law.
The Hon. V. J. FERRY: Upon reflec-

tion I prefer, at this stage at least, having
not been convinced, to support the pro-
vision as printed in the Bill rather than
the amendment proposed by Mr. Willesee.-
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I draw the attention of the Committee to
lines 34 to 36 on page 33 where it is
stated-

LLIthe Court shall have regard to
facilities available for the occasion...

In such circumstances the court, in my
view, would be obliged to consider all the
facts pointing to the necessity for the
facilities to be made available at licensed
premises. I believe the court would have
discretionary power, in Such circumstances.
to reject, as it saw fit, any application for
catering needs. At this stage I prefer that
phraseology to the amendment proposed
by Mr. Willesee.

The Hon. A. F. GRrIiTH: I partly
misunderstood the intention of the amend-
ment until I listened to the debate on It.
When the Bill was in the Legislative As-
sembly there was a move to put this pro-
posal into the Bill, but it was rejected. As
I said before, this amendment now seeks
to reintroduce the subject matter that
was rejected in another place.

The words proposed to be added by the
amendment mean that the club cannot, In
tact, let its premises to anybody else.

The 'Hon. 1. 0. Medcalf:- To its members.
The Hon. A. F. GRIFFTH: To other

than Its members.
The Hon. 1. 0. Medcalf: it cannot even

let the premises to a group of members.
The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: A club can-

not do that now; if it does, it is breaking
the law. To gain the full meaning of the
amendment one has to study closely the
words proposed to be added by the amend-
ment. The reference to the court granting
a permit for a special occasion of the club
would debar the club from granting any
occupancy of its premises to anybody clse
for the purpose of holding a function. I
have an open mind on this. I agree with
the contention that clubs are not consti-
tuted for this purpose.

If one belongs to a club I do not think
on visiting the club of an evening one
should find that the premises are being
occupied by a member of that club for the
purposes of a party. What concerns me is
that in same places in the State worth-
while organisations may have no other
facility available to them. I would not
mind if provision were made in that direc-
tion. Like Mr. Ron Thompson, however,
I do not think that clubs should, generally
speaking, be a venue at which public
functions can be held.

The Hon. Rt. Thompson: That does
happen.

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFTH: I do not
think it should happen, particularly if the
public facility in the form of a hotel is
available for such purpose.

We get down to the crux of the matter
if we start talking about the interests of
the hotel in the town and the interests of

the club in the town. It is not right for
a club to take the hotel's best customer
and do things which might be profitable
for it to do in competition with the hotelier
who, of course, has his continued financial
obligations to consider.

The Hon. ft. Thompson: It is contrary
to subelause (4).

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: I would not
mind if we could provide for a situation
where premises other than club premises
are available for such purpose. I do not
think that public premises which are avail-
able for the purpose in question should be
shorteirculted, ad 11b, because some mem-
ber of a club might feel he wants to rent
the club for his daughter's wedding mainly
because it will be cheap to do so and that
the alcohol will be provided at reduced
prices. This merely provides competition
for the hotel in the town.

The Hon. W. P. Wlllesee: or for the
caterer.

The Hon. A. F. GRIIFFITH: He may even
get a caterer to do the job on the pre-
mises. The committee of Inquiry aimed
at rationaising these responsibilities. I
now have mixed feelings about this matter.

The Hon. W. F. WILLESEE: 'The Min-
ister's point is well taken. I have argued
on the basis of there being real competi-
tion. Where there is no competition-as
is the case in country areas-it is wrong
to apply my amendment to two sets of
circumstances.

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: Provided
you do not mandatorily prohibit It.

The Hon. W. F. WILLESEE: Perhaps the
Minister would care to leave this clause at
the moment and see whether we can do
what I want done while at the same time
protecting the interests of those who have
submitted a legitimate argument.

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: It is not a
matter in which I wish to involve myself.
I suggest we pass the Clause and then, if
Mr. Willesee desires, he can recommit it,

The Hon. W. F. WILLESEE: If the
clause were postponed I could make a
f resh submission.

The Hon. A. F. Griffith! Yes, but you
will need to withdraw your amendment.

The Hon. W. F. WILLIESEE: Yes. In
view of the circumstances I ask leave to
withdraw my amendment with the proviso
that this Chamber might come up with
Something more workable.

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn.
The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: I move an

amendment-
Page 34, line I-Delete the words

"For the Purposes of this section" and
substitute the passage "Except in the
case of a club that has as its object.
or one of its Principal objects, the con-
duct of competitive, outdoor sport".
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The existing subelause (4) on page 34 re-
quires the entry of the names of guests
in the guest book. The Chairman of the
Licensing Court pointed out that in the
larger clubs, such as football clubs, the
rule is more often breached than corn-
plied with, particularly when some 250
people might be invited to attend the
ground on a Saturday. It would be diffi-
cult in such a case to obey the strict let-
ter of the law as it relates to the entry
of names In the guest book. It is sug-
gested, therefore, that sporting clubs be
exempt from this provision. This will en-
able the court to restrict the number of
guests admitted to a club to ensure there
will be no overcrowding, but the members
themselves will not be deprived of their
rights. There is no use having a law If it
Is openly breached.

Amendment put and passed.
The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: I move an

amendment-
Page 34, line 9-Insert, after the

word "club" the passage ', and limit
the number of persons who may, at
any one time, be admitted as the
guests of members of the club,".

Amendment put and passed.
The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: I move-

That further consideration of the
clause be postponed.

Motion put and passed.
Clause 36: Store ilcence-
The I-on. A. F. GRIFFITH: I move an

amendment-
Page 34, line 15-Delete the word

"afternoon" and substitute the word
"evening".

Amendment put and passed.
The Hon. W. F. WILLESEE: I do not

intend to move the amendment to add
certain words in line 19.

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: I am
attracted to the words in the honourable
member's amendment, and I wonder what
Is the reason for not proceeding with it.

The Hon. W. F. WILLESEE: I thought
the amendment of the Minister went very
close to what I intended to achieve.

The H-on. A. F. Griffith: is this not in
respect of store licenses?

The Hon. W. P. WILLESEE: With the
Minister's amendment, the clause takes on
a different complexion, and there is no
Purpose In proceeding with my amend-
ment.

The Hon. A. P. GRIFFITH: Clause 36
(1) provides that a store license authorises
the licensee to sell and supply liquor on
the licensed premises, in sealed containers,
between the specified hours. I would like
to know why the amendment is not to be
proceeded with; because if the honourable

member's amendment is agreed to it will
mean that the store licensee will have to
keep his premises open. The Act does not
prescribe the time he shall close; it only
prescribes the hours he may remain open.

What is contained in the honourable
member's amendment applies to canteen
licenses and wine licenses; so why should
it not apply to this outlet for liquor? The
hotelier cannot decide on a cold day that
he will close the hotel.

The Hon. R. Thompson: Where in the
Act is it provided that the hotel must
remain open?

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: The Act
prescribes the hours of trading.

The Hon. R. Thompson: Where does the
clause under discussion prescribe the
hours?

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: They are
not provided; the clause merely sets out
the hours within which the store license
may be open for business. It does not pro-
vide, for instance, that the store license
near my house has to be open for business
at 8.30 am. However, hotels have to be
open for business at 101 a.m.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (The Hon. F.
D. Wlllmott): Before this debate proceeds
any further I would point out that Mr.
Willesee has not moved his amendment;,
and until he does no further debate may
take place.

The Hon. W. F. WILLESEE: in view of
the turn of the debate, and the fact that
I regarded my amendment as merely a
continuation of a store licensee having to
open up for business, I thought that was
all that was required. I suggest the
Minister postpone further consideration of
the clause so that I may look into the
matter.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: This debate
has gone far enough. Mr. Willesee has not
moved the amendment standing in his
name, so we cannot continue with the
debate.

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFIH: I think that
you, Sir, are absolutely right. Mr. Willesee
has not moved his amendment, and if he
does not we do not proceed further with
the clause. I therefore move-

That further consideration of the
clause be postponed.

Motion put and passed.
Clause 37: Wholesale spirit merchant's

licence-
The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: I move an

amendment-
Page 35, line 9-Insert after the

word "sell" the w~ords "and supply".
I feel almost apologetic about having to
move this and similar amendments which
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follow. However, they are necessary in the
interests of consistency. These amend-
ments were not made in another Place.

Amendment Put and Passed.
Clause, as amended, put and passed.
Clause 38: Brewer's licence-

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: I move an
amendment-

Page 35, line 20-Insert after the
word "sell" the words "and supply".

The explanation is the same as the one
I gave for the previous amendment.

Amendment put and passed.
Clause, as amended, put and passed.
Clause 39: Australian wine licence -

The H-on. A. F. GRIFFITH: I move an
amendment--

Page 35, line 25-Insert after the
word "sell" the words "and supply"'.

The explanation is again the same as it
was for the amendment I moved to clause
37.

Amendment Put and passed.
Clause, as amended, put and Passed.
Clause 40: Reception area permit-
The Hon. A. F. GRIFFTH: I move an

amendment-
Page 36--Insert after subclause (1)

the following new subclause to stand
as subelause (2):-

(2) In the case of a restaurant,
the area of the floor of a reception
area shall -not exceed one-fifth of
the area of the floor of the dining
area and provision shall not be
made for the accommodation. in
the reception area, of more than
one-fifth of the number of Persons
who may be accommodated in the
dining area.

In another place an attempt was made to
restrict the floor space of reception areas.
The fear was expressed that this might
develop to the stage where the area was
just another bar. This, of course, was not
the intention of the committee, which was
that a small area should be provided where
persons might make a short stay for Pre-
dinner drinks. In hotels the danger of new
bars being established does not exist to
the same extent, and the amendment has
accordingly been restricted to restaurants
where the danger of a bar being established
at the expense of the dining area is very
real.

The Hon. R. F. CLAUGHTON: To me
the restriction of a fifth of the dining area
!s limiting and something which could be
quite impracticable. Although I under-
stand the reasoning behind the amend-
ment, I would prefer that a larger area
be set aside for this purpose-perhaps a
third. The Minister's amendment could
have the effect of making the restaurant
unattractive to patrons.

The Hon. A. F. Griffith: They would not
go there then.

The Hon. R. F. CLAUGHTON: Surely
we want to try to make the surroundings
for eating and drinking more attractive
rather than less attractive. Another point
regarding this amendment is that premises
which already have a license could at the
moment have an area in excess of a fifth
of the dining area set aside for the pur-
pose and, under the amendment such
premises would be involved in expensive
renovations or alterations. I hope the
amendment is defeated.

The Hon. 1. G. MEDCALF: I have been
rather concerned about the size of recep-
tion areas since I have bad an opportunity
to study a few places around the metropoli-
tan area while the Hill has been before
Parliament.

The committee of inquiry was clearly
worried about the size of reception areas
and went into the arguments pretty fully.
It came to the conclusion It was a good
idea to have a reception area but that it
was up to the individual whether or not
he provided one. However, the committee
decided that the size should be relatively
small compared wth the dining area. The
report states--

The Reception Area should be a
relatively small part of the whole
restaurant and so ensure that the
main business was the sale of food.
with liquor only as an adjunct.

However, the committee recommended that
the matter should be left to the court to
decide. The report states-

We therefore consider that a Recep-
tion Area Permit should be available
for licensed restaurants, subject to
conditions to be laid down by the
Court.

Part of recommendation 18 reads--
Permits for a Reception Area (in-

cluding cocktail bar) should be avail-
able to licensees on conditions laid
down by the Court. having regard to
the comfort and convenience of the
public.

It is true that in some cases a fifth of the
dining area might be too small for a recep-
tion area, particularly in the legitimate
restaurant which is not just trying to en-
courage bar sales, but is indeed trying to
provide proper meals with liquor as an
adjunct.

It is very undesirable for people to be
crowded Into a small anteroom and I am
inclined to the view that It would be better
if we left this matter to the court rather
than arbitrarily provide for a fifth of the
dining area.

The Hon. R. F. CLAUGHTON: I agree
wholeheartedly with the view expressed by
Mr. Medcalf. Surely the remedy would
lie with the court because if it found that
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a particular restaurant was abusing this
provision, all it would need to do would be
to refuse to renew the license. In my
opinion no other control Is required, and I
hope the amendment is defeated.

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: I simply
want to explain that the point is being
missed. The desirability of having a restaur-
ant with a license is based on the fact that
the supply of liquor is ancillary to the
main purpose; that is, the supply of food.
What I am seeking in my amendment is to
ensure that the restaurant remains as such
and that four-fifths does not become avail-
able for drinking and one-fifth for food.
With regard to a hotel, the court will en-
sure that ample facilities are provided. I
once again point out that the committee
of inquiry was all the time trying to
maintain a degree of consistency with the
activities of the various licenses under the
legislation.

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

Hon.
Hon.
Hon.
Ron.
Hon.
Hon.

Ayes-l
G. W. Berry Ho
0. E. D. Brand Hot
V. J. Ferry Ho
A. P. Griffith Hr
Clive GriffithS Ho
S. 0. Hislop

Noes-7
Mon. C. R. Abbey H
Non. R. F. Claughton li,
Mon. Ji. Dolan HC
Hon. E. C. House

in. 0. 0. Macsinnon
in. N. McNeill
in. R. Thompson
in. S. T.J. Thompson
in. J. Heitman

(Teller i

.n. 1. 0. Medenlf
in. W. F. Willesee
n. J. J. Garrigan

(Teller

Amendment thus passed.
Clause, as amended, put and passed.
Clause 41 put and passed.
Clause 42: Unlicensed club penmit-
The Hon. R. THOMPSON: I am con-

cerned with the functioning of a small
club when it has to apply for a permit. I
think this provision is rather restrictive so
far as small clubs are concerned. I refer
to badminton clubs, hockey clubs, and
others in the metropolitan area and
country towns.

The Hon. A. F. Griffith: The honourable
member is referring to unlicensed clubs?

The Hon. Rt. THOMPSON: Yes, unlic-
ensed clubs. It could be a football club
or a cricket club which decided to have a
players' tea, and a five-gallon keg after-
wards. The fourth schedule shows that
the fee for a permit Is $5, but an amend-
ment on the notice paper will reduce that
to $2. The larger clubs can well afford
to pay $2, but I think the Minister should
examine this provision to see if the fee can
be reduced to a minimum of, say, $1. When
all is said and done, it is only a permit
consisting of a signature on a piece of
paper.

A permit at $2 could be costly when com-
Pared with the small amount of liquor
which a club would consume. Perhaps a
special provision could be included after
subclause (3) to the effect that a small

club could be issued with a permit for any
number of club functions on payment of a
prescribed fee at the nearest police station.

Many small clubs are located some miles
from a township, in the true sense of the
word. I know of one out from Albany,
and the Police station is miles away from
the headquarters of that club. However,
if the club members do not intend to
break the law they will have to apply for
a permit and pay the fee of $2. In that
case, the organisers would have to get in
touch with a clerk who can issue a permit.
The position of a clerk is covered by clause
169, which states -

A clerk may, with the informal, oral
consent of the Court or of a member
of the Court or a magistrate to whom
the necessary power is delegated under
section 11, issue any permit that is
not of a continuing nature and to
which an objection has not been made.

Many small clubs would qualify for a per-
mit because they have been in operation
for more than two years and have con-
ducted themselves in a proper manner, but
I think a fee of $2 would be a penalty.
Perhaps I should mention this matter
when we are discussing the schedule, but
the schedule is governed by this clause.

It Is restrictive and unnecessary, because
an out-of-the-way club would have to con-
tact Perth to obtain a permit for an
informal occasion such as this. This is
what the provision will mean and I would
like to have the views of country members
on this clause, particularly as it relates
to clause 169 which is the governing pro-
vision.

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: The com-
mittee of inquiry dealt with the question
of unlicensed clubs and took evidence from
people who said they have had difficulty
in running functions. Some people broke
the law and, indeed, some were caught
up with for breaking the law.

The Hon. R. Thompson: The one-armed
bandits, too.

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: We are talk-
ing about licensing.

The Hon. R. Thompson: The Minister
raised it a short time ago.

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: I am not
raising it now and it is not appropriate
in this instance. Clause 42 recognises cer-
tain facts and says that the court may
issue an unlicensed club permit, on the
application of an unlicensed club, accord-
Ing to certain conditions which are
enumerated in paragraphs (a), (b), and
(c) of clause 42(1). Uinder certain condit-
ions, the court will grant such a permit to
an unlicensed club.

I propose to move to change the fee
from $5 to $2, but I am certainly not
convinced that an amount of $2 Is excess-
ive. Under our old currency it was £1.
The only reason for making application is
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that the police may be properly acquainted
with the details of the function which will
take place. Some value must be appro-
priated to the application to give it some
meaning. The fee is set out in the fourth
schedule. I suggest that the Committee
take out the sum of $5 and insert $2.
However, it is like opening restaurants for
an extra half-hour, or closing them; it is
of such little consequence. The sum of
$2 is a nominal figure. We can talk about
the schedule later on, but to my way of
thinking the clause is all right as it is
printed.

The Hon. R. Thompson: We can talk
about it on clause 169.

Clause put and passed.
Clause 43: F'unction permit-
The Hon. E. C. HOUSE: I move an

amendment-
Page 37, line 34-Insert after the

word "meeting" the passage ", or in
any town in which a club is the only
holder of a liquor licence".

I mentioned this subject at the second
reading stage and most members then
heard miy reasons for the amendment. The
amendment, in itself, might not be import-
ant if the Committee accepts another
amendment to clause 45. of which I have
given notice. However, I have no know-
ledge whether that amendment will be
accepted.

As clause 43 stands, it is mandatory for
any organisation to buy liquor for any
function, such as a cabaret, from a hotel.
There are towns in which there are no
hotels and the club is virtually the hotel
f or the town. In many country places
clubs do all the buying and selling of liquor.
My purpose in moving the amendment is
to ensure that the provision will relate to
a club and not only to a hotel.

Tbe Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: I find it
difficult to understand the amendment. By
implication, it could mean that a club may
sell liquor for Private functions when no
other license exists. Is that the purport
of the amendment?

The Hon. E. C. House: Yes. The amend-
ment includes the word "only".

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: The amend-
ment is clearly and unequivocally un-
acceptable to me. A club has never had
the right to sell liquor outside its interests.
It is not a retailer of liquor. A club license
is for the benefit of club members and a
club should not be Permitted to sell liquor
outside Its own interests. I could not
accept the amendment.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: I can recall
attending a function in Kambalda ball
either late last July or early in August.
I believe that a licensed hotel now exists
in Kambalda. At that time there were no
licensed premises, however.

The object of the function, which was
largely attended by people from the works
of the mining companies, was to raise funds
in order to get certain sporting activities
under way in Kambalda. At that stage
there was no money available for this
purpose.

The tickets were not cheap, but they in-
cluded refreshments. I think approxi-
mately 600 people attended the function.
Although a permit had been obtained, some
doubt arose at the last moment. An appli-
cation had been made for the liquor to be
supplied by the local club which, virtually,
would have been supplying liquor to all its
members other than a few outsiders like
myself. Most of the People were residents
of the town. However, an objection was
raised and it meant that the organisers
of the ball had to go about 40 miles into
Kalgoorlie to buy liquor and bring it back
to Kambalda.

I think this is a ridiculous situation
when there are no licensed premises in
close proximity. I wish to support Mr.
House, to some extent, and I suggest that
It would be all right for a club to have
the right to sell liquor if there were no
licensed premises within 10 miles, or some
distance like that. I do not think we should
try to defeat the purpose and function of
licensed Premises, but we must think of
remote areas. Probably we will see many
more centres in the north-west where only
clubs will exist. Some provision should be
made for the supply of liquor, otherwise
we could be faced with a rldiculoux
situation.

For example, a township might develop,
Say. 100 miles north of Geraldton and a
club might be established in that Place.
There is beer available for purchase if it
were allowed to be sold, but instead of
that people would have to transport it 100
miles for a special function other than a
club function. I know that is a hypo-
thetical case but it is a very real possi-
bility. I saw this happen in Kambalda. I
think a further amendment is necessary
here to impose a limit of, say, 10 miles.

The Hon. E. C. House: Why not 20
miles?

The Hon. R.
miles. I think
should have to
to a function.

THOMPSON:
it is unfair
cart beer 30

Ten or 20
that People
or 40 miles

The Hon. I. G. MEDCALF: I do not
think the amendment would achieve what
the honourable member desires. The real
Point of this is that the liquor sold and
supplied pursuant to a function permit
shall be purchased from the bolder of a
hotel, tavern, or store license, or a caterer's
Permit. Therefore in the case of any of
these function permits, the liquor must be
bought from someone who has a particular
license. Then there is the exception-
'Except where the Permit is issued to the
organising body of an agricultural show
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or race meeting." The proposal submitted
by Mr. House is for an exception where
there is no license holder other than a
club in the town. It still does not authorise
the club to sell liquor. It is negative. A
club can only sell liquor to its members.
If a club sells liquor to one of its members,
and the member in turn sells the liquor,
he has committed an offence. The pro-
posal does not solve the problem.

The Hon. E. C. HOUSE: Mr. Medcalf
admits there is a problem. I think anyone
with any common sense can see quite
plainly that there is a distinct problem.
I can see the Minister's point of view. It
looks as though it will take better brains
than mine to solve it. I do not think it
will matter very much, provided the
amendment I have proposed to clause 45
is passed, but I ami disturbed to think that
people might have to drive 25 or 30 miles
to get their supplies of liquor when liquor
is almost at their doorstep. I can
do nothing about it. I think Mr. Medcalt
has admitted it is quite a curly one.

The Hon. C. R. ABBEY: This is some-
thing that needs clarification. I suggest
that this clause be deferred for further
consideration, to allow Mr. House to tidy
it up.

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: I regard it
as a strict rule that clubs are a privileged
class of people and they should not be in
the retail business, other than to their
own members.

Amendment put and negatived.
Sitting suspended from 3.45 to 4.1 pi..

The Hon. OLIVE GRIFTFITHS: I think
whilst we are on this clause it is appro-
piate for me to ask a question of the
Minister. Will a licensed football club-
and I am taking about the Perth Football
Club-which holds its annual ball on un-
licensed premises now be permitted to sell
alcoholic drinks on its licensed premises
to the members of the club for the purpose
of consuming those drinks on the unlicen-
sed premises?

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: Bearing in
mind that subclause (1) provides for the
issue of a function permit, subelause (2)
says-

(2) A function permit authorises the
sale and supply of liquor either separ-
ately or by way of an inclusive charge
with some other service or the sale
and supply of liquor by virtue of a
caterer's permit issued under section
25, for consumption on the premises
to which the permit relates and not
otherwise.

I am not sure whether that means that
a function permit has to be obtained by
the football club and whether it would
then obtain its supplies of liquor from

a caterer or from its own premises. I
would like the opportunity to check on this,
and I will advise the honourable member
later.

The Hon. Olive Griffiths: Thank you.
Clause put and passed.
Clause 44 put and passed.
Clause 45: Limitation on bringing liquor

to unlicensed premises,-

The Hon. E. C. HOUSE: I move an
amendment-

Page 38, lines 17? to 19-Delete sub-
paragraph (ii.

I gave my reasons for this amendment
during the second reading debate. I am
definitely convinced that this is a detri-
mental move and will place a restriction
on the country people that is not accept-
able to them. I do not know whether the
wording should be in some other form or
whether the Minister would prefer to
include this in the provisions which will
operate within a certain radius of the
metropolitan area, as we did with Sunday
trading. I am open to suggestions; but I
think the measure just will not work, and
the whole intention of the Bill is to provide
for the smooth running of licensed
restaurants and so on, and to keep
restrictions down to a minimum. I will be
interested to hear the comments of the
Minister.

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: The amend-
ment would do away with the prohibition
on bringing liquor into, or having liquor
in one's possession in, a public hail. That
is what it amounts to. I sympathise with
the point of view of the honourable
member but I am not clear as to whether
his amendment would have the desired
effect. I suggest that we add this clause
to those which have been postponed to
give me an opportunity to look at the
matter.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: I am
definitely opposed to the deletion of this
subparagraph in its entirety. Although I
am sympathetic towards the point of view
of Mr. House. I feel that if we delete this
provision it will mean that one could take
liquor into any dance hall, discotheque, or
public hall in Western Australia. The ban
was introduced many years ago for a very
good reason: as a result of the rowdyism
and near-riots that occurred in some of
these places. I can recall reading in the
Press on one occasion where a bottle attack
took place in a dance hall, and I think
that ultimately brought about the ban on
taking liquor into public places.

Then there is the situation of a place
such as the Pagoda in South Perth, which
has for a number of years supplied the
hall and music, and the catering if one
required it, for People who wished to have
a section reserred for the holding of
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parties, which could range from twenty-
first birthday parties to golden wedding
anniversaries. People can take their own
liquor to those premises and consume it.
So members can see that I am sympathetic
towards having a closer look at this point.

Then we come to the local parents and
citizens' associations, sporting organisa-
tions, Red Cross branches, or any of 101
other organisations, which may wish to
hold a function such as a cabaret to raise
funds for their needs. Such organisations
usually hire a ball for this purpose and
people go along and take with them the
amount of liquor they wish to consume,
and sometimes their own suppers. If we
say that one cannot take liquor into a
public place, it means that one cannot take
liquor into any of the halls which are
available for hire. So I think provision
must be made somewhere to enable liquor
to be consumed in public places for the
purposes I have mentioned.

I think It is worth mentioning that at
about 10 O'clock this morning I heard a
woman telephoning a radio announcer who
conducts a special session about this time
every day. She asked, "Do you think the
new licensing law is fair, because the org-
anisation to which I belong conducts
cabarets to raise money for charitable
purposes and, if the Bill is passed, this
'will not be allowed?" The radio announcer
said, "No. you are not right at all. People
will be able to continue to do this." So it
can be seen that this idea Is in the minds
of members of the public, and definitely
in the mind of the person who is conduct-
Ing a radio session for the purpose of
answering questions put to him over the
telephone by members of the public.

The Hon. A. F. Griffith: I thought the
Mining Act was the only legislation that
created confusion.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: This an-
nouncer probably has thousands of house-
wives listening to his session, and his
advice to the woman who posed the ques-
tion was that people will be able to con-
tinue to do as they did before. However,
If the clause is not tidied up they will not
be able to hold functions to raise funds
for charitable organisations,

I agree with the Minister that the clause
should be postponed to permit him to
have a further look at it. I think this
provision-and the next one-leaves some-
thing to be desired, because I think it
would prevent people taking liquor onto
unlicensed premises. I do not think this
is the intention of the committee of In-
quiry.

The Hon. V. J. PERRY: I support Mr.
Ron Thompson in that I consider the
Minister should Postpone the clause to
have a further look at it. I have concern
for both sides of the argument, if I can
express myself in that way. I am aware
there is a need to restrict the consump-
tion of liquor in dance halls, on occasions.

By the same token I am also aware that
these days it is quite usual for groups of
people to take their own liquor require-
ments or their own supper to a private
occasion that is being held in a hall when
the funds are contributed to a charitable
organisatlon, or otherwise.

Therefore at this stage I would be loth
to alter the existing situation.

The Hon. A. P. Griffith: Do you not
think such a group of people could obtain
a function permit?

The Hon. V. J. FERRY;, Yes, this is
probably the answer to the problem, but
I want to be clear in my mind that this
can be done. This is why I want the
clause reviewed, because there is a need
to provide for both situations.

The Hon. R. P. CLAUGHTON: I sup-
port the amendment moved by Mr. Ron
Thompson.

The Hon. A. F. Griffith: To put you
on the right track, the amendment is
proposed by Mr. House. You might say
something nasty about him.

The Hon. R. F. CLAUGHTON: In my
view the 10 Pm. closing time Is a little
unrealistic. If one has a meal at an un-
licensed restaurant-

The I-on. R. Thompson: That is dealt
with in the next clause.

The Hon. R. F. CLAUGHTON: Very well,
I will speak then.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: Mention has
Just been made of a function permit, but
as I see it that would not cover the situa-
tion, because on my reading of subelause
(11 of the clause the court would issue a
function permit authorising a person to
sell and supply liquor, but we want the
people to be able to take along their own
liquor. Usually at such functions liquor is
consumed in small quantities. The various
clubs that hold cabarets do not want to
sell and supply liquor, they merely wish
that their members shall be able to take
their own liquor onto the premises whilst
the function is being held.

The Hon. N. McNEILL: The committee
of inquiry devoted a great deal of time to
this problem, as reported on pages 38 and
39 of its report. I concur completely with
the committee's contention that it Is a bad
thing that many of us have experienced
what is termed the necessity of having to
bring one's own liquor to functions, held
in licensed Premises, because at Present the
law does not provide otherwise. As recom-
mended by the committee, the Bill provides
for the issue of a function Permit which
will allow liquor to be sold and supplied at
these functions.

if the organisers of the functions are
catering for only a small group of people,
surely they could arrange, within their
own organisation, for the liquor to be made
available. This would obviate the need
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for anyone to bring his own liquor onto
the premises. This cuts across the inten-
tion of the committee of inquiry so I
would not be in favour of the deletizin
of the subeclause.

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: I would not
be happy to see the subclause deleted be-
cause, as Mr. House has said, it was in-
serted for the benefit of those who wish
to take liquor into a public hall. Take
for example those hails that are let for
the holding of dances where a great num-
ber of young people assemble. I do not
think we should encourage the taking of
bundles of liquor to these functions; some
of those attending may act in such a way
as to annoy, or be a danger to, other
people who are present. Having said that,
I appreciate the point of view that if one
attends a private ball, for example, one
is inclined to take along one's own liquor
requirements for the evening.

In this case the committee of inquiry is
seeking to deal with the public hall situa-
tion wvhere the incidence of liquor is an
undesirable factor and should be prohi-
bited. This is quite distinct from the other
case mentioned. We could, perhaps, post-
pone this clause and this would give me
time to have another look at the problem.
I do not like trying to get over the diffi-
culty by taking out the subclause in ques-
tion.

The Hon. E. C. HOUSE: I thought it
might not be desirable to delete this sub-
clause but I wanted the Minister to have
a look at the position. I cannot accept
the view expressed by Mr. McNeill and I
have already said that I consider this to
be one of the mistakes made by the com-
mittee of inquiry: that it did not deal with
this problem thoroughly.

It is accepted practice when holding a
cabaret in the country for people to have
their own table and to take their own
liquor. This applies throughout country
areas. It Is far better than the bad old
days when one had to go outside to drink.
If this provision is permitted to remain in
the Bill the position will revert to those
bad old days.

The halls at which the cabarets are held
are scattered throughout the shire and the
Bill would require a hotel to provide the
drink for sale and to set up a bar for the
purpose at one of these halls. It just will
not work. I hope the Minister will get
around this difficulty. I do niot think it
should be optional. If the organisers of
a football club held a cabaret and the
guests took their own liquor, and it was
then decided to have liquor sold by the
hotel, for which purpose it would be nec-
essary to set up a bar, a considerable loss
could be involved.

The Hon. S. T. J. THOMPSON: I sup-
port the amendment moved by Mr. House.
The running of dances in country towns

is no longer a Paying proposition. Pre-
viously we used to run a hospital ball but
now we run a hospital cabaret, which is far
more satisfactory from the financial point
of view. The provision in the Bill will
create a problem in many of our smaller
country towns if it is considered necessary
for a bar to be set up in the hall where
the cabaret is being held. The only place
to hold a cabaret in the country is in the
country halls, and that is the only source
of revenue.

The Hon. A. F. Griffith: One thing Is
certain; you cannot have a cabaret with-
out liquor.

The Hon. S. T. J. THOMPSON: It is not
Possible to have a dance without liquor.

The H-on. A. F. Griffith: It is.

The Hon. S. T. J. THOMPSON: It would
not be successful. I hope the Minister will
come up with something.

The Hon. CLIVE GRIFFITHS: I agree
with Mr. Ron Thompson that there is a
multitude of organisations in the com-
munity which hold cabarets for fund rais-
ing purposes but some provision ought to
be made to overcome the necessity to take
along bottles under one's arm. Like other
members I frequently get invited to func-
tions and I am never too sure whether I
am supposed to take some refreshment or
not.- It is most embarrassing to arrive with
a, few bottles under one's arm and find
that no-one else has done likewise. It is
equally embarrassing if one does not bring
any refreshments and finds that these have
been provided by everybody else.

Whether one takes one's own liquor to
a function, or whether this is provided at
the function, the cost would not vary very
much. I would prefer to legislate for the
organisation concerned with the particu-
lar function to apply for a permit and for
a licensed individual to provide the liquor.

There are plenty of such suppliers about.
They do not need elaborate equipment. A
temprite is all that would be required and
it would not be necessary to install a built-
up section in the hall. We should try to
make the attendance at such functions a
little less embarrassing.

The Hon. C. Rt. ABBEY: The shire
usually exercises a lot of control as to
whether liquor should or should not be
available at a hall. Consideration is gen-
erally given to the type of function before
permission is granted for liquor to be sup-
plied at the function.

The Hon. G. E. D. BRANDl: At some
gymikhanas and country race meetings the
nearest hotel is 180 miles distant in one
direction and 120 in the other. People
generally bring their own refreshments and
make a day of it. They quite often have
their meals and their liquor in their cars
which means, of course, that they are
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breaking the law. I hope something can
be done about this aspect of supplying
liquor.

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFTH: I have got
the message and if Mr. House will with-
draw his amendment I will see what I can
come up with.

The Hon. E. C. HOUSE: I seek leave to
withdraw my amendment.

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn.
The Hon. W. F. WILLESEE: I have an

amendment on the notice paper which
seeks to allow unlicensed premises to re-
main open for longer than is provided for
in tbe Bill.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (The Hon.
F. D. Willmott): I would advise the
honourable member that if the Minister
intends to postpone the further considera-
tion of this clause it is as well to do so
now, because we will not be able to go
back to the amendment.

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: I would like
to say something on Mr. Willesee's amend-
ment.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: The Minis-
ter may talk to the clause, but Mr. Willesee
should not move his amendment.

The Hon. A. F. &RIFFITH: Mr. House
has withdrawn his amendment, and
similarly, after discussion, the amendment
of Mr. Willesee might be withdrawn.

The Hon. W. P. WILLESEE: I move an
amendment-

Page 38, lines 23 to 25-flelete sub-
paragraph 0ii).

This amendment and the succeeding one
in my name will enable unlicensed pre-
mises to remain open for longer than is
provided for in the Bill. The unlicensed
restaurant serves a definite need in the
community, and under the amended Bill
it is not realistic to expect that that need
should stop at 10 p.m. If other licensed
premises can sell or have liquor available
after 10 p.m. it leaves them in a position
to dictate what will be offered in the way
of drink, and to a certain extent at what
price such drinks will be available. The
necessity for the licensed restaurants to
provide proper facilities for storage, chill-
Ing, and services must be added to the
consumers' cost.

It is considered that this provision, as
now worded, hurts, and will continue to
hurt, the average wage-earner who can-
not afford the high prices charged for
liquor and food in licensed restaurants.
One should be entitled to take liquor of
one's own choice to unlicensed restaurants,
and to consume it with or ancillary to a
meal after 10 p.m. The problem of sly-
grogging and ill-run restaurants is ade-
quately dealt with in clause 47 of the Bill.

My amendment is self-explanatory. It
proposes to enable unlicensed restaurants
to remain open for a longer time than is

provided, so that a person buying liquor
from a hotel may take it to an unlicensed
restaurant and consume It there after 10
p.m.

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: The effect
of this amendment will be to enable
liquor to be taken into unlicensed premises
at any time, other than on a Good Friday:
but the clause will continue to prohibit a
person from having liquor in his posses-
sion on or after 10.30 p.m. It would ap-
pear to me that a person might take liquor
into unlicensed premises at 10.29 p.m. and
would not have it in his control at 10.30
p.m. Presumably he would have to consume
the liquor very quickly. We have also to
look at the amendment of Mr. Willesee in
relation to clause 46. 1 cannot agree to it.

The Hon. I. Gi. MEDGALE: It would be
going too far to agree to the amendment.
The committee of inquiry tried to strike a
balance between licensed and unlicensed
restaurants. It mentioned that there were
not many licensed restaurants. The main
reason for this is that under the Licensing
Act it is easier to comply with the hours
which are applicable to unlicensed restaur-
ants, which are not subject to the Licen-
sing Act.

A definite attempt has been made in the
committee's report to encourage an in-
crease in the number of licensed restaur-
ants, and to make it easier for them to
operate. The question of expense has
also been considered by the committee. I
agree with its view that if the number of
licensed restaurants can be increased, then
automatically the cost of liquor supplied in
those establishments must drop, because
there will be competition.

The object is to have as many licensed
restaurants as the business will stand. We
should encourage their growth. To do so
we have to discourage the unlicensed res-
taurants, so as to arrive at a definite tie-up
between the number of unlicensed restaur-
ants and the number of licensed res-
taurants.

The committee of inquiry would have
gone further into the question of un-
licensed Premises, but it considered that
the Privilege of taking liquor into them
was one that had been enjoyed by the
public for a long time. I would not be
in favour of abolishing the right of people
to take liquor into unlicensed restaurants,
and I think it is desirable to retain that
right.

I agree with Mr. Willesee that some re-
sponsible young people are not prepared to
go into licensed restaurants; many of these
people have liquor provided by their
Parents, and they wish to take the liquor
into unlicensed restaurants. I would like
to see that right retained.

I do think that some hour should be
set beyond which People cannot take liquor
into unlicensed restaurants. The effect of
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this amendment Is that no hour Is set, and
people will be able to take liquor into un-
licensed premises at any hour at all.

The 'Hon. W. F. WULLESEE: If we miss
this opportunity to do something about
this situation we will lose the opportunity
for ever. The present position Is too re-
strictive. If in the view of members my
amendment is too one-sided then we could
arrive at some compromise. An oppor-
tunity should be provided to enable people
to purchase liquor at hotels before closing
time, to take the liquor into unlicensed
premises, and to consume the liquor leis-
urely and at will.

The Hon. A. F. Griffith: Up to what
time?

The Hon. W. F. WILLESEE: Up to mid-
night. I think that 10 p.m. is too early,
and even 10.30 p.m. is not late enough. I
do not think any strong argument would
be raised against people being permitted
to take liquor into unlicensed restaurants
until the early hours of the morning.

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: I am be-
coming concerned. This Bill emerged from
the Legislative Assembly very substantially
altered, and we are now altering It sub-
stantially again. It has to be returned to
the Assembly. I do not suggest that we
have not the right to alter the Bill, but
any alterations we make should be of a
prime nature. We should not fiddle with
the Bill clause by clause.

We will be here at some later date at a
conference of managers if we do not stop
fiddling. Let us get down to the basic pro-
visions which we think ought to be altered.
I could not undertake to report progress
on this matter.

The Hon. R. P. CLAUGHTON: I would
like the Minister to reconsider this
Particular Paragraph for the reason that
if a person goes to an unlicensed
restaurant for a meal he does so usually at
8 O'clock or 9 o'clock, and he will have
only a short time in which to enjoy his
meal. I do not think it would be unreason-
able to extend the hour to some time be-
tween 11 p.m. and 12 midnight.

It was pointed out to me by one man
that a number of vineyards in Western
Australia produce wines of an excellent
standard. Those wines are not easily ob-
tained at licensed restaurants, so the
person to whom I have referred takes
along his own liquor. Under the provisions
in the Bill he would not be able to enjoy
that liquor after 10 p.m.

The Hon. 1. G. MEI)CALF: I would not
be in favour of changing the provision as
far as it concerns taking liquor into arn
unlicensed restaurant up until 10 o'clock.
However, I think the time allowed to con-
sume the liquor should be extended until
midnight.

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: If we resort
to doing that, a person could say that he
had taken so much liquor into a restaurant
that he could not drink it before 12 o'clock,
so the time should be extended an extra
half hour. I do not regard this as impor-
tant and I will not argue it any further;
I will leave It to the Committee to decide.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (The Hon.
F. D, Wilimott)i: I draw members' atten-
tion to the fact that if this amendment is
agreed to it will be necessary to recommit
the Sill to discuss an amendment which
has been withdrawn by Mr. House.

The Hon. A. F. Griffith: We want to
avoid that if we can.

The Hon. W. F. Wiliesee: I am prepared
to withdraw my amendment at this stage.

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: Mr. Willesee
has indicated he might withdraw his
amendment but I want to make it clear
that I do not undertake to reframe an
amendment on this matter. I think we
have gone far enough.

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn.

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: I cannot
move my next amendment because that
will conclude the discussion on the clause.
I move-

That further consideration of the
clause be postponed.

Motion put and passed.

Clause 46: Limitation on the consump-
tion of liquor on unlicensed premises-

The Hon. W. F. WILLE SEE: There is no
point in my moving my amendment
because it is contingent on the previous
amendment.

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: As long as
it is understood that we are going past the
clause now and that, if necessary, it will
have to be recommitted.

The Hon. W. F. Willesee: If necessary,
I will have it recommitted.

The Hon, R.. THOMPSON: my amend-
ment, possibly, was the first to be placed
on the notice paper as far as the Liquor
Bill is concerned. The amendment is
entirely my own and I assure members of
the Committee of that fact.

I think Mr. Medcalf described what I
had In mind, inasmuch as it is unreason-
able to have to consume liquor by 10.30
p.m. if one has only taken it into the
unlicensed premises at 10.25 p.m. I think
midnight is a reasonable time and It will
allow a person to buy a cheaper form of
wine and go to an unlicensed restaurant
rather than be forced to go to a licensed
restaurant and pay a colossal sum of
money for liquor.
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I do not think the time should be
extended beyond midnight, because I do
not know of any unlicensed restaurant
which remains open after midnight. The
restaurants I have been to, over the years,
close at about 11.30 p.m. I think that allow-
ing a person until midnight to consume
his liquor is reasonable. I move an amnend-
Inent-

Page 39, lines 25 and 25-Delete the
Passage "half-past ten in the evening,
on any other day," and substitute the
words "twelve midnight".

The I-on. A. F. GRIFFITH: I shall not
spend much time on ths, except to comn-
ment. We know that this amendment
would extend the drinking hours In uin-
licensed restaurants from 10.30 p.m. to 12
midnight. Everybody says what a good re-
port this is, but a great many changes
are being made by it. I shall go along
with the report and not with this amend-
ment. I do not see how this can be adapt-
ed without making a corresponding amend-
ment to clause 45, which we have passed
over.

The Hon. I. G. Medoalf: We have only
postponed it,

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: We have
passed over it for the moment. I oppose
the amendment.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: Clause 45
deals with the bringing of liquor onto un-
licensed premises. Clause 46 deals with
the consuming of liquor. They are two
totally different things. We are seeking
to extend the drinking hours until 12 mid-
night in unlicensed premises.

I usually go to a place where I get the
supper of my choice for a cost of about
$1.20. If I were to go directly across the
road, I could pay $5 for the same supper
and stay there until 3.30 a.m. because the
premises are licensed. Economics have to
be taken into consideration. Not every-
body is a millionaire and not everybody
can afford to go to licensed restaurants;,
not everybody wants to go to licensed res-
taurants. If a person can go to a licensed
restaurant and drink until 3.30 a-rn., it is
fair enough that a person who cannot
afford to go to a licensed restaurant should
have the privilege of drinking until mid-
night.

The Hon. R. F. CLAIJOBTON: I cannot
believe that the Minister seriously means
we should stick to the letter of the report.
There is excellent advice contained in the
report but it is quite competent for us to
make such alterations as we think fit. This
particular clause is no different from other
parts of the Bill that Parliament has seen
fit to alter. I think the amendment pro-
posed by Mr. Ron Thompson would ade-
quately cover the points I raised in speak-
ing to the Previous clause and I would
like to see it accepted.

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

Ayes-il1
Ron. 0. W. Barry Hon. T. 0. Perry
Hon. R. F. ciaughton Hon, R. Thompson
Bon. J. Dolan Mon. 8. T. J. Thompson
Hon. Clive Griffiths Hon. W. F. Willese
Eon. E. C. House Hon. J. J. Garrtgan
Hon. I. 0. Medcali (Teller

Noes-
Hon. 0. R. Abbey I-on. J. 0. HIslop
Hon. 0. E. D. Brand Hon. 0. C. Macginnon
Hon. V. J. Ferry Hon. N. McNeill
Hon. A. F. Griffith Hon. J. Heitman

(Taer J

Amendment thus passed.
Clause, as amended, put and passed.
Clauses 47 to 50 put and passed.
Clause 51: Notices of application-
The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: I move an

amendment-
Page 45, line 15-Delete the passage

"~subparagraph (i) of".
The deletion of the passage Is a necessary
amendment, consequential upon amend-
ments made elsewhere. The subparagraph
referred to no longer exists.

Amendment put and passed.
Clause, as amended, put and passed.
Clause 52: Disposal of applications, etc.-
The Hon. A. F. GRI FIH move an

amendment-
Page 47, line 3-Insert after the

numeral "5" the numeral "1"'.
Amendment put and passed.
Clause, as amended, put and passed.
Clause 53: Police and supervisors to re-

port-
The Hon. J. DOLAN: I want to refer to

a spelling error on page 8.
The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (The Hon. F.

D. Wilimott): I intended to draw the Com-
mittee's attention to this. There is a
spelling error in line 8 on page 47.

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: I viewed
it purely as a typographical error and be-
lieved that the Clerks would correct it.
The wvord is supposed to be "genuineness."

Clause put and passed.
Clause 54 put and passed.
Clause 55: Who may object to grant of

licences-
The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: The three

amendments I propose to move, which are
set out on the notice paper, will affect a
number of clauses, and the third amend-
ment is quite lengthy. Before moving them
I think it would be better if I addressed
the Committee; it will then give members
an idea of what is in the back of my mind.
The marginal note, "Who may object to
grant of licences," would give the best lead
to what is contained in the clause. To
say the least, this is a vexed question.
The Legislative Assembly made it possible
for anybody to object to any application
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regardless of the nature of the license or
interest, and there is an opinion held that
this is all right. Personally I think it has
gone a little too far.

I believe the right to object could be re-
stored to the legislation in some better
form if the present method were framed
differently. The amendment will restore
many of the deleted provisions but libera-
hse them to some extent. Wider rights
of objection to the granting of limited
hotel licenses, winehouse licenses, and the
right to object against canteen licenses and
store licenses have been added.

I have endeavoured to group the persons
who have a right to object to a license
rather than allow people to have an open
slather. The hoteliers are still seeking the
right to object to a restaurant license, and
I suppose I can understand their point of
view, but the committee of inquiry was
very firm on this point. If one refers to
page 14 of its report it will be found that
its policy In regard to objections is set out.

I will not take up the time of the Com-
mittee by reading from the report but I
would draw members' attention to the
section which appears on page 14 under
the heading, "Principles of Licensing,'
so that they may peruse it and give it some
thought. I am firmly convinced that
whilst it is fair to say that one interest
should have the right to object to another,
I do not think the right should be extended
in every way.

With the amendments I have placed on
the notice paper I have tried to set out the
different bases on which objections shall
be lodged, one as against the other, re-
serving all the way through the right of
a citizen to object, and the right of the
Police to object. If consideration is given
to the manner in which it is expressed,
rather than having an open slather in re-
gard to objections, it will be seen that this
will return the matter of objections to some
semblance of order. Therefore, I move an
amendment-

Page 49, after line 18--Insert the
word "and".

This amendment is the first of the three
I have on the notice paper which are inter-
related, as members will realise if they
study the amendments set out.

The Hon. CLIVE GRIFFITHS: I intend
to oppose the amendments and suggest we
leave the clause as it is. I do not believe
we should agree to the addition of this new
subelause which seems to me to be loaded
in favour of the A.HA. If anv member
has ever attended the Licensing Court and
hod the opportunity to witness a per-
son endeavouring to apply for a license
and heard the cross-examination to which
the applicant is subjected by the repre-
sentative of the association referred to in
the amendment, he certainly would not
agree to give them his support.

I do not believe it should be the province
of an association to object on behalf of a
group of interested people. I think if a
group of individuals wants to lodge an ob-
jection the individuals should be able to
do it themselves. The existing situation
is, of course, that a professional person
does nothing else but object on behalf of
the association, on every sitting day of the
court, to every application that is sub-
mitted for a license of any description.
I do not think that is fundamentally cor-
rect. I certainly voice my objection to the
amendment and I will vote against it.

This clause was amended in another
place and it removed the provision of
which I am now speaking. The proposal
provided for objections to be lodged by as-
sociations of people who hold hotel licenses.
So on that ground alone I oppose the
amendment. In particular I want to see
deleted from it the words "or by an associa-
tion of licensees of which either of those
persons may be a member" everywhere
they appear in the proposed new subolause.
I certainly would want to see paragraph
(d) of the proposed new subclause deleted,
too.

At this stage I suggest that if the Com-
mittee agrees to any of these amendments.
after the word "premises" in line 6 of
paragraph (d) of the proposed new sub-
clause we delete all the following words
with a view to inserting other words, such
as "or in the area," or, alternatively, "or
in the neighbourhood." If this were done
we would delete from the amendment all
reference to a distance of 20 miles. A long
time ago the Licensing Act contained a
requirement relating to a distance of 20
miles, and Parliament saw fit to make
provision for a canteen license to be
granted, in exceptional situations, at the
discretion of the court.

The Hon. A. F. Griffith: You know why
that was done?

The Hon. CLIVE GRIMFTHS: I cer-
tainly do.

The Hon. A. IF. Griffith: You should tell
someone else.

The Hon. CLIVE GRIFFITHS: The
Committee is well aware of the reason it
was done because the provision was
debated here, in view of the fact that we
had to renew the period when it expired
in December, 1969. The period was re-
newed to December, 1970. That was done
because Parliament decided that the 20-
mile limit was not practical in those situa-
tions where construction camps existed
and where workers were engaged on under-
takings in the northern part of Western
Australia. As a result, Parliament made
provision for the granting of canteen
licenses in such situations, and I believe
that provision still applies. I regret that
I now see on the notice Paper an amend-
ment which seeks reversion to the old
situation.
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The Minister has made some reference
to the committee's report and what we
should do in regard to it. He said that
everybody remarked on how fantastic the
report was, and implied that we ought to
give more consideration to what the com-
mittee suggested, But the committee cer-
tainly did not suggest what is proposed
in the Amendment; indeed, it suggested
exactly the opposite and said that the
situation should no longer apply. For that
reason, I intend to oppose the amendment;
but if it is agreed to I shall certainly move
along the lines I suggested previously. I
think we should take out the reference to
"twenty miles" and include the words "who
are in the affected area."

Members may wonder where I obtained
those words from; but if they refer to sub-
clause (2) (a) they will see that, in regard
to objections, there is a reference to "a
resident of the affected area." The same
wording applies in relation to objections
to the other types of licenses and that Is
why I believe it is a legitimate term to use
in the instances to which I have referred.
in the same way, the word "neighbour-
hood" is used throughout the Bill to
describe a particular location. I think
either of those terms would be suitable.
However, I do not believe we should have
a situation whereby organisatlons or as-
sociations should be permitted to engage
somebody on a full-time basis for the sole
purpose of objecting to every license that
is applied for.

I said previously that people who apply
for a license are subjected to a great deal
of cross-examination when they attend the
Licensing Court; and we have to bear In
mind that many of those who do apply
have never attended the court previously
and are unaware of what to expect. If an
individual license holder wants to object
on his own behalf he should be allowed
to do so, in the same way as any ordinary
individual should be permitted to object.
However, for the reasons I have put to the
Committee I oppose the Minister's pro-
posals.

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: Did I under-
stand Mr. Olive Griffiths to say that he did
not want to see a situation prevail where
a person could spend his full time object-
ing to licenses? Is that what he said? It
is important that I get an answer.

The Hon. Olive Griffiths: Basically, that
is what I said.

The Hon. A. IF. GRIFFITH: That is what
I thought the honourable member said. if
he reads clause 55 he will see that it says--

An objection to the granting of any
licence, or a provisional certificate for
any licence, under this Act, may be
made by-

Then the Bill sets out those who may
object. in other words, it means that any-
body can object.

The Hon. Olive Griffiths: That is so.
The Hon. A. F. 3R'ITH: That is what

the honourable member wants.
The lion, Olive Griffiths: Yes.
The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: I may not

have heard the honourable member
properly, but I thought he said that he did
not want to see a situation where a person
could spend his full time objecting to the
granting of licenses. When I questioned
him on that point he said that that,
basically, was what he had said. I do not
want to see a situation like that; I want
to see the situation where a person gets a
fair go-so that the small man gets a fair
go. If we classify the basis on 'which
objections can be made the small man will
get a fair go. The committee's recom-
mendation in regard to restaurant licenses
is as follows:-

No objection based on "the reasonable
requirements of the neighbourhood"
should be allowed against the grant
or renewal of a restaurant license.

All I have done is to categorise the basis
on which objections are to be made: I have
not given anh open slather, which I under-
stood Mr. Clive Grifliths was referring to.

The Hon. OLIVE GRIFFITHS: The
Minister must have listened to only part
of what I said although I repeated it on
several occasions.

The Hon. A. F. Griffith: I listened to all
of it but, obviously, I did not understand
it.

The Hon. OLIVE GRIFFITHS: I did not
understand what the minister was saying,
either. I said I believed It ought to be the
right of every individual to have the
opportunity to object. I said that several
times; so the question the Minister asked
me about whether or not I thought an
individual ought to have the right to ob-
ject was well and truly covered.

I also said that I do not believe an
association of individuals ought to be able
to engage a full-time legal adviser who
does nothing else but attend the Licensing
Court for the sole purpose of objecting to
almost every license that is applied for.
That happens.

The H-on. A. F. Griffith: That is a fig-
ment of the imagination.

The Hon. OLIVE GRIFF7fl S I have
attended the Licensing Court and every
time I have been there I have seen the
same solicitor acting on behalf of an
association cross-examining applicants in
exactly the same way on each occasion. I
believe the court ought to cross-examine
people, and that licenses should not be
granted indiscriminately. However, I do
not believe it Is the right of an individual,
such as the one to whom I have referred,
to cross-examine people in regard to the
granting of a license.
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The Hon. E. C. House: How can you
avoid that?

The Hon. CLIVE GRIFFITHS: By not
agreeing to the provisions the Minister has
on the notice paper.

The Hon. E. C. House: That won't work.
The Hon. CLIVE GRIFFITHS: Of course

it will. It will not exclude the possibility
of an individual doing exactly the sae
thing, but that is up to the individual. We
are, by the proposed amendments, going
out of our way to write into the legislation
provisions which will permit associations
to object on behalf of their members. I
want to know why we are doing that if the
existing situation will prevail with clause
55 as it is printed. The clause as it stands
simply leaves it up to the individual
Uicensee, if he feels fit to do so, to lodge an
objection. However, I strongly object to an
association being able to retain somebody
for the sole Purpose of objecting to appli-
cations. I ask the Committee to object to
that proposal also.

The Hon.!1. 0. MEDCALF: I find it diffi-
cult to understand exactly what point Mr.
Clive Griffiths is making. I thought at
first he was objecting to associations as
such, because the proposal was being
written into the Bill but, In fact, it ap-
pears in the recommendations of the com-
mittee of Inquiry on page 45. Paragraph
10 of recommendation 35 reads as fol-
lows:-

objections to the grant of applica-
tions should be permitted by an
association of licensees or registered
clubs, in addition to those nominated
in section 63 of the Act.

Unless I have not related that to something
else, it appears quite clear to me that the
committee of inquiry recommended that
associations of licensees should have the
right to object. Therefore, I cannot see
any objection to their having such a right.

As to the fact that they might employ
sr,mebody on a full-time basis to object,
I would seriously doubt that; because I do
not think there would be sufficient work
to warrant engaging one person full-time
to object to applications, without his
having other duties as well. Also, as re-
gards the engagement of legal advisers,
it is a well-known fact that associations
have their own legal advisers. Hotels and
clubs, and private individuals, too, have
their own legal advisers.

The Hon. A. F. Griffith: I can tell you
of another section which is fairly well
legally represented at the present time-
the peggers of mineral claims.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (The Hon. F.
fl. Willnaott): That has nothing to do
with the Bill.

The Hon. 1. 0. MEDCALF: I do not
think it would be democratic if we stopped
osople from objecting. As a matter of

fact, I am sure the honourable member
would be the first to object if we said
that people should not have the right, and
associations should not have the right, to
object, because there may be cases where
associations can act more adequately than
a private person. In fact, a Person who
becomes used to lodging objections knows
exactly what to put forward without wast-
ing the time of the court, and anyone
making an application must expect objec-
tions. We all get objections all the time,
unfortunately!

The Hon. C. R. ABBEY: Clause 55 as it
is in the Bill appears to me to be simply set
out and covers the situation adequately. I
cannot see any purpose in further com-
plicating the position by inserting the
amendments proposed by the Minister. If
we have a close look at those who may
object we will see that the provision seems
to cover everybody. The clause is simply
and easily understood. We must not for-
get, too, that those who make applications,
although they seek legal advice, are people
without any personal legal knowledge, and
they seek such advice with the best of
Intentions.

I know of many cases where people
would not normally bother to object be-
cause they are licensees in a particular
town and perhaps feel that another club
license would do them no harm. Hut in cer-
tain eases these people are persuaded by
their association to object. As I said, the
clause as it is printed is quite an accept-
able one and I see no reason to alter it.

The Hon. W. P'. WILLESEE: I believe
that the MinistEr's amendment is prefer-
able to the Bill as It stands. It must be
borne In mind that the Minister proposes
to retain the first four types of objectors
and then he proposes to insert a new sub-
clause which sets out the position in great
detail.

I had amendments to this clause but I
believe the Minister's proposal is far more
comprehensive and once agreed to will put
the situation beyond doubt. I think the
amendment is a good one.

The Hon. E. C. HOUSE: I am quite
happy with the wording in the Bill as it
stands but I believe the Minister's amnend-
me nt will bring the legislation back to
almost the same wording, so far as this
clause Is concerned, as that of the origi-
nal Bill.

The Hon. A. F. Griffith: Not quite, but
substantially.

The Hon. E. C. HOUSE: I notice that
the clause was postponed in another place
and examined very carefully. In my view
members there went to a great deal of
trouble to alter the clause and they must
have had good reasons for doing so. That
is no reason, of course, why we should not
change it here, but I cannot see any real
Purpose in doing so.
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I can sympathise with Mr. Clive Griffiths
In what he said, but I feel he is not nec-
essarily achieving what he wants; that is,
to have the Licensing Court determine an
application mere or less on the justification
of the license instead of there being a
legal battle. I, too, have been present at
the Licensing Court, mainly during hear-
ings affecting my own district, and it is
certainly a ruthless business. The cards
are stacked against anyone whe tries to
compete against-I was going to say
"brilliance," but that Is not the right
word-

The Hon. V. J. Ferry: Experience.
The Hon. E. C. HOUSE: Yes. The cards

are stacked against anyone who tries to
compete against the experience of the al-
most full-time legal representative of the
A.H.A. I have seen people at the court
squirm and placed in all sorts of embar-
rassing situations and 1, too, do not think
this is quite right. However, I do not think
that anything in the amendment will alter
that situation. I go along with Mr. Medcalf
who says that people should have legal ad-
vice, but in some cases it is almost im-
possible to obtain the services of anyone
who has equal experience and can even
hold his own in that court; and I would
challenge anyone to refute that remark.

In many instances the cases of clubs
and others interested have to be resub-
mitted, and it is the cost involved which
is worrying the people concerned. An
amount of anything up to $400 would be
involved in the submission of a case to
that court, and when cases have to be re-
submitted two or three times this places
a fairly heavy burden on the organisations
concerned. However, I am getting right
off the subject, because I do not believe
there is anything in this amendment which
will prevent this set of circumstances.

Although I have no real objection to
what the Minister is trying to do-he made
a genuine attempt to try to spell it out-
I can see nothing wrong with the clause
as it stands.

The Hon. A. F, GRIFFITH: I will not
labour this matter, but I want the Com-
mittee to appreciate that under the clause
an objection may be made by any person.
If we establish that in our minds and then
transfer that thought to the concern Mr.
House has for the little man, members
should have no hesitation in Supporting
my amendments because at least they
categorise the basis on which objections
can be made and in that way they do
relieve to some extent-not to the full ex-
tent, purposely-the apprehension Mr.
House has in relation to the small man.

The H-on. E. C. House: As you know,
we keep an eye on this legislation and this
provision could always be altered later on.

The H-on. A. F. GRIFFITH: I know that
a great deal of time was spent on this in
another place and it was stated that this

is the responsibility of the court. Of course,
finally, it is, but if we can just place some
small brake on the matter by indicating
the basis of objection, then I think the
provision will have a chance of working
better,

I have forgotten who it was who said
that this amendment looked as if it were
an A.M.A. benefit. It is not intended to
be that as far as I am concerned.

The Hon. CLIVE GRIFFITHS: It is
quite obvious that this amendment will
not be defeated. I still want to move an
amendment regarding the 20-mile limit.
I seek your guidance concerning whether
I can move my amendment now or whether
I must wait until you, Sir, have sub-
mitted the question.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (The Hon.
F. D). WIllmott): If the honourable mem-
ber desires to move an amendment on the
main amendment he should do so after
the Minister has moved it.

The Hon. CLIVE GRIFFITHS: Thank
you.

Amendment put and passed.
The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: I move an

amendment-
Page 49, lines 21 to 29-Delete all

words.
Amendment put and passed.
The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: I move an

amendment-
Page 49, line 21-Insert a new sub-

clause to stand as subolause (2). as
follows-

(2) An objection to the granting
of-

(a) an hotel licence, tavern
licence and a club licence
or a provisional certificate
for any of them may be
made-

(I) by the holder of an
hotel licence or a
tavern licence
whose licensed pre-
mises are In the
affected area or by
an association of
licensees of which
any of those per-
sons may be a
member;

(Ii) by a resident of the
affected area; and

(lII) by a person author-
ised in writing In
that regard by the
Chairman of the
Western Australian
Tourist Authority,
constituted under
the Tourist Act,
1959;
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(b) a limited hotel licence or
a provisional certificate
for such a licence may be
made by-

(1) the holder of an
hotel licence or a
limited hotel
licence whose
licensed premises
are In the affected
area, or by an
association of
licensees of which
either of those per-
sons may be a
member;

(ii) a resident of the
affected area; and

(III) a person authorised
in writing in that
regard by the
Chairman of the
Authority men-tioned in para-
graph (a) of this
subsection;

(c) a winehouse licence or a
provisional certificate for
such a licence may be
made-

(ii by the holder of a,
tavern licence or a
winehouse licence
whose premises are
in the affected
area or by an
association of
licensees of which
either of those per-
sons may be a
member; and

0ii) a resident of the
affected area;,

(d) a canteen licence or a
provisional certificate for
such a licence made
under section 66, may be
made by the holder of an
hotel licence or tavern
licence whose licensed
premises are situated
within a distance of
twenty miles of the pre-
mises to which the
application relates or by
an association of licen-
sees of which either of
those persons may be a
member;

(e) a cabaret licence or a
provisional certificate for
such a licence may be
made by a resident of the
immediate vicinity of the
premises to which the
application relates; and

(f) a store licence or a pro-
visional certificate for
such a licence may be
made by the holder of an
hotel licence, a tavern
licence, a winehouse
licence or a store licence,
whose licensed premises
are in the affected area
or by an association or
licensees of which any of
those persons may be a
member.

The Hon. CLIVE GRIFFITHS: I move-
That the amendment be amended

by deleting, in paragraph (d), all
words from and including the word
"within" in line 9 down to and
including the word "relates" in line 12
and substituting the words "in the
aff ected area".

The Hon. J. DOLAN: Could Mr, Olive
Griffiths or the Minister explain what is
Meant by the words "the affected area"?

The Hon. CLIVE GRIFFITHS: Mr.
Dolan has asked a question to which I do
not know the answer. I have ujed those
words because the Minister used them right
throughout his amendment except in this
particular instance. I presume that the
words mean "close handy." I have already
mentioned that in another clause in the
Bill the words "in the neighbourhood" are
used. I could Quite easily have used those
words, but their meaning escapes me also.
All I am endeavouring to do by my amend-
ment on the amendment, is to make the
paragraph consistent with the rest of the
amendment.

The Hon. J. Dolan: I go along with that.
The I-on. A. F. GRIFFITH: I cannot see

the reasoning behind the amendment on
on the amendment. If members read clause
66 they will find it contains the basis on
which a canteen license Is granted. They
will also realise that that is the clause
which contains the words "in the neigh-
bourhood."

The reason a set distance has been in-
cluded in my amendment on this clause
is simply to narrow down the area, of
objection. If the amendment on the
amendment is carried, a much wider scope
for objection will be provided. That might
be what the honourabie member wants.
but it is not what I am proposing.

The Ron. J. DOLAN: I consider it is
unreasonable to allow someone with a hotel
license or a tavern license 20 Miles away
to object. I can recall that when this
Chamber debated agreements in connection
with some of the companies in the north
and the establishment of licenses, the
safety question was raised. A man may
knock off work and decide to go to the
nearest hotel which is 20 miles away to
have a few drinks. The distance involved
usually means that there is a tendency for
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him to become involved in a session and.
of Course, there is a danger to life and limb.
I am not prepared to go along with the
distance of 20 miles, because I consider it
is unreasonable. Normal objections can
be made without extending the provision
to allow people 20 miles away to lodge
objections. It is too great a distance.

The Hon, CLIVE GRIF'FITHS: The Mi-
ister has suggested that by moving to
delete the distance of 20 miles and to in-
clude the words "in the affected area" I
would be enlarging the scope. He also
said that if I am happy with this result,
fair enough. I would prefer to see the
words "in the affected area" included in-
stead of the distance of 20 miles. I believe
the court, in considering such a question,
would say that 20 miles was an unreason-
able distance.

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: Mr. Clive
Griffiths wants to delete the reference to
20 miles and include the words "in the
affected area." This would mean that a
hotel licensee in the affected area would
be able to object to the granting of a
canteen license or a Provisional certificate.

As Mr. Clive Griffiths said, the Chamber
debated the question of canteen licenses a
couple of years ago. At that time, the
Parliament altered the basis on whbich
canteen licenses could be granted in rela-
tion to distance. It was said on that
occasion that it is a shorter distance across
the water from the works at Port Hedland
to the town than it is by road. Surely, we
are not going to throw that principle
away and open up the legislation to make
it include the words "in the affected area."
1 do not think I need to say more.

The Hon. I. G. MEDCALF: in consider-
ing the wards "in the affected area" I
think we must draw a distinction between
what are more or less permanent licenses
-namely, a hotel license, a tavern license,
and a limited hotel license-and a canteen
license, which is not intended to be perma-
nent. Clause 66 makes this quite clear.
in due course, if a hotel comes along it
will take priority.

When we use the words "in the affected
area" in connection with permanent li-
censes the intention is to bring in everyone
who might be affected. For example, in
an isolated area the affected area might
be infinitely greater than 20 milcs. I should
imagine that the affected area, in the case
of the hotel at Nullagine, would be much
greater than 20 miles.

The Hon. A. F. Griffith: Also the Iron-
clad Hotel at Marble Bar.

The Hon. I. G. MEDCALF: Yes, that is
150 miles away. Consequently the inclu-
sion of the words "in the affected area"
in that sense is for the protection of the
licensee. It makes provision for a much
greater area so far as interested people
are concerned.
(136)

Canteen licenses are normally granted in
isolated areas at work sites or places of
that nature. Canteens on work sites are
the traditional ones we have seen over the
last few years.

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: They are
a temporary expedient.

The Hon. I. G. MEDCALF: Yes, they
are on a temporary basis. No-one
would wish to impede these licenses. We
do not want people who have permanent
interests in the affected area to stop a
canteen license which has been granted
for the benefit of employees at a works or
construction camp.

To my mind the object of stating a dis-
tance of 20 miles is to limit the area to
20 miles. We must not forget that we are
dealing with isolated areas. It is an at-
tempt to limit the number of people who
can raise objections.

The Hion. OLIVE GRIFFITHS: When
I proposed the amendment I mentioned
that there were two ways in which I could
act. One was to insert the words "in the
affected area." I chose this course simply
because the term is used consistently in
the Minister's own amendment. The se-
cond course would have been to use the
words "in the neighbourhood."

It is quite obvious that I chose the
wrong words. I did not intend to refer to
clause 66, but the Minister has done so.
There, the location is defined as "in the
neighbourhood." Clause 66(1) (b) reads as
follows:-

(b) there is no hotel licence or tav-
ern licence operating within such
proximity to the premises to which
the application relates as to be reason-
ably capable of meeting the require-
menits of the persons engaged in work,
and from time to time present, In the
neighbourhood.

Had I used the term "in the neighbour-
hood," I would have been w~ing the exact
term which is mentioned in clause 66,
which relates to the granting of canteen
licenses.

I endeavoured to conform to the words
used by the Minister in his amendment,
but it is quite obvious I chose the wrong
words. If I am to lose the argument simply
because I made a wrong choice, I think
it will be a gross miscarriage of justice.

I must, at least, ask the Minister how
he would react if I had chosen the words
"in the neighbourhood" instead of the
words "in the affected area."

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFTH: My reaction
is that I want to stick to the amendment
I have moved.

Amendment on the amendment put and
neg atived.

The Hon. CLIVE GRI.FFITHS: I feel
that I ought to move to insert the words
"in the neighbourhood."
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The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (The Hon. The Hon. I. G. MEDCALF: I move an
F. D. Willmott): I am sorry I cannot ac-
cept that amendment, because it is sub-
stantially the same as the one which has
just been defeated.

Amendment put and passed.
Clause, as amended, put and passed.
Clause 56 put and passed.
Clause 57: Objections-

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: I move an
amendment-

Page 51, line li-Insert after the
word 'licence", where first occurring,
the passage ", limited hotel licence".

The effect of the amendment will be to
include a limited hotel license in the list
of licenses to which objections may be
made to the granting. This amendment
was sought in another place by the mem-
ber for Murchison-Eyre, but it failed. I do
not know the reason. If my amendment
is accepted, it will have the effect of widen-
ing the field of objections to include limited
hotel licenses.

The Hon. W. F. WILLESEE: I had pro-
posed to move an amendment to this line.
However, there is no material difference
between the Minister's proposal and my
suggestion. In supporting his amendment.
I advise that I will not proceed with mine.

The Hon. 1. G. MEDCALF: I would like
to seek your ruling, Sir. I wish to move
an amendment to include a store license.
It seems to me that exactly the same
grounds apply to a store license and, due
to the amendments that have been made
in another Place and in this Chamber, a
store license must necessarily be included.
I think it should be included in line 18.
I do not know whether the Minister's
amendment will in any way prejudice what
I propose.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (The H-on.
F. D. Willmott): Is the honourable mem-
ber proposing an amendment?

The Hon. 1. G. MEDCALF: I wish to in-
clude a store license and I think the
appropriate place is line 18. I am seeking
your ruling whether I should move the
amendment at this stage or wait until the
Minister's amendment has been dealt with.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: It will be
necessary for the honourable member to
move it as a separate amendment, but the
Committee will deal first with the Minis-
ter's amendment.

The Hon. R. F. CLAUGHTON: I simply
rise to point out a typographical error in
line 6 where the word "supplying" is spelt
incorrectly.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Yes, that
has been picked up.

Amendment put and passed.

amendment-
Page 51, line 18-Insert after the

word "licence" the passage ", a store
licence".

The reason for my amendment is simply
that it appears to me that, with the amend-
ments made to this Bill in another place,
and the amendments we have already
made, it is necessary that the objections
be Particularised in the case of all these
licenses. The objections which may be
made to the granting of a license are set
out quite clearly in paragraph (a). it
seems to me that most of those objections
have application to store licenses and that
they should be available to persons object-
ing to the granting of such licenses in the
same way as they are available in the case
of hotel, tavern, and all the other
licenses mentioned in the Bill.

Amendment put and passed.
Sitting suspended from 6.2 to 7.30 p.m.

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: I move an
amendment-

Page 52-Insert after paragraph (b)
the following new paragraph, to stand
as Paragraph (c):

(c a canteen licence or a pro-
visional certificate for a
canteen licence are-

(1 that the number of
persons engaged in
work being carried on,
and the number of
persons who may, from
time to time, be present
for the purposes of
carrying on business, in
the neighbourhood of
the premises to which
the application relates
is insufficient to wvar-
rant the granting of
the licence or certifi-
cate; or

(it) that there is an hotel
licence or tavern licence
operating within such
proximity to the pre-
mises to which the
application relates as
to be reasonably cap-
able of meeting the
requirements of per-
sons engaged in work,
and from time to time
present, in the neigh-
bourhood: .

The Hon. CLIVE GRIFFITHS:
thought the Minister would explain
amendment and that is why I was a
slow off the mark.

The Hon. A. F. Griffith: Not you!

I
his
bit

The Hon. CIVE GRIFFITHS: This
amendment is in line with an amendment
I have on the notice paper in connection
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with clause 66, and I would propose to
delete the word "reasonably" in lines 5
and 6 of subparagraph (ii) of the Min-
ister's amendment. We have come UP
against the word "reasonably" on a
Previous occasion and we have discussed
its uncertainty. The Provision in the Bill
should provide absolutely that the require-
ments of the people be met. I do not agree
that a legitimate objection can be made
because a tavern license happens to be
operating within such proximity as to be
reasonably capable of doing something
from time to time. The existing license
should be absolutely capable of providing
for the requirements of the situation.

Canteen licenses are required In the
northern part of Western Australia, par-
ticularly at construction camps and at
mining operations connected with iron
ore and the like, where groups of men are
housed in single men's quarters.

These men work very long hours under
extremely difficult conditions, and they are
generally in a very dirty condition when
they finish their wvork. This is due, of
course, to the terrain and to the nature
of their work. They live adjacent to their
place of work. A canteen license should
provide a facility on the job adjacent to
where the men are working, to enable them
to have a drink when they knock off.

It has been obvious to the courts and to
this Parliament that it is an absolute
necessity to have the facility of canteen
licenses. This is evident from the action
that has been taken by the courts and by
Parliament. The matter is left far too
much in the air if we are to say that it is
a legitimate reason to object simply
because a tavern license or a hotel license
is considered to be reasonably capable of
providing the requirements. Accordingly I
move-

That the amendment be amended
by deleting the word "reasonably" in
line '7 of Proposed new subparagraph
ODi.

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: The appli-
cation of the word "reasonably" is well
understood and accepted in legal practice.
This is a matter for the court to decide-
whether in its opinion a hotel or tavern
license is capable of performing the
service. If the word is deleted the court
will have no option but to require it to be
proved emphatically that a hotel or tavern
license is capable without reasonableness
being applied to the situation. This, in
fact, makes the argument unreasonable
and I hope the Committee does not agree
to the amendment.

The Hon. R. F. CLAUGHTON: This
should be read in conjunction with a pre-
vious amendment accepted by the Com-
mittee. If a hotel or tavern license has
premises within 20 miles of the area for

which an application for a canteen license
has been made an objection can be lodged.
So "reasonably" in this case would seem to
be a distance of 20 miles. This would
hardly be reasonable if applied to the con-
struction camps referred to by Mr. Clive
Orimrths. A distance of, say, five miles
might be reasonable but any further
distance would not.

If in the previous instance we had used
the expression "reasonable proximity"
there may have been some sense in it. In
this case "reasonable proximity" may mean
a distance of 20 miles.

The Hon. A. P. GRIFFITH: I cannot
follow Mr. Claughton at all. The reason-
ableness of the situation has no relation
to distance at all. Apart from that I agree
with his argument.

The Hon. CLIVE GRIFFITHS: It seems
to me that every time I seek to amend a
clause I am doomed to failure. This is an
important provision as it relates to canteen
licenses and I thought it would be a simple
matter to get the Committee to agree to
my amendment on the amendment.

It would seem, however, that I must
make a prolonged explanation before 31 can
convince members. What is the purpose
of issuing a license in the first place? it
is to make provision for those who wish
to make use of a particular facility. This
ought to be paramount in our minds when
we decide whether or not a license should
issue.

For us to say the fact that someone is
reasonably capable of providing a facility
is a legitimate ground for objection ignores
the premise that we must provide for the
requirements of those who are to use the
f acility.

It is not the purpose of this exercise to
suit the requirements of the Person who
is providing the facility. It is the other
way around; the purpose ought to be to
satisfy the requirements of the person who
will avail himself of the facility.

The committee of inquiry stated on page
11 of its report that it should be recog-
nised that all People who drink alcohol are
not the same, and that there are varying
needs and conveniences to be met. In this
case that is important, because there are
vairying conveniences to be met. These are
the conveniences of up to 1,000 workmen
who are housed in quarters supplied by
the company. They work up to 10 hours
a day. The company also supplies the
dining facilities; and if it has established
a canteen alongside the dining room the
workmen are able to have a couple of
drinks after they knock off work, and
before they have their evening meal.

I have stayed in these camps and I know
precisely what goes on. Af ter the men
have had a few drinks the canteen is
closed, and the men tidy up before their
meal. If they wish they may return to the
canteen afterwards.
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In the amendment to clause 55 we have
provided that objections may be lodged
by licensees from as far away as 20 miles,
if the licensees are providing the facilities.
I suggest that if a hotel is 20 miles from
the camp, and it has a beer garden to cater
for the requirements of the People, it is
not considered to be reasonably capable
of providing for the requirements. We
should delete the word "reasonable."'

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: If the word
"reasonable" is deleted the wording be-
comes "capable of meeting the require-
ments."

The Hon. CLIVE GRIFFITHS: I do not
construe it in that manner.

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: The court
might.

The Hon. OLIVE GRIFFITHS: I am
afraid of what the court will do if we
include the word "reasonable.' The com-
mittee of inquiry also said in its report.
that its first principle is that liquor is a
service, aind a proper service should be
provided to the community. The people to
whom I am referring comprise a section
of the community, and it has a peculiar
need. A thousand men could be involved
and the nearest hotel might be five miles
away. These are not permanent workers,
and most of them do not have motorcars.
If such men want to have a drink after
they knock off they will probably fit 20 into
a car and drive all the way to the hotel in
the same condition as they were when
they finished work. When they get to the
hotel they usually remain there drinking
until the hotel closes, and they go without
their evening meal. When the hotel closes
they have to drive all the way back again
in a motor vehicle which Is dangerously
overloaded.

The Hon. 0. C. MacKinnon: If the word
"reasonable" is deleted the term "capable"
will be indefinite.

The Hon. CLIVE GRIFFITHS: The
position will be left wide open if the word
"reasonable" is retained. The case I have
just referred to was probably the cause
of making an amendment to the Mining
Act to do away with the 20-mile provision.
This can be related to the situation at
Finucane Island and Port Hedland. There
the hotels were reasonably capable of sup-
plying the requirements of the workmen,
but the court decided they were not sup-
plying the needs, because the men had to
travel too far.

The people who are working in the re-
mote areas where canteen licenses are
operative will benefit from my proposal.
They will not benefit from the amendment
of the Minister. The tendency seems to
make it harder for canteen licenses to be
granted. The 20-mile provision was taken
out of the Act, and then it was reinserted.

It was deleted with the sole purpose of pro-
tecting the interests of the tavern licensees
and other licensees, to the detriment of the
workmen.

Amendment on the amendment put and
negatived.

The Hon. CLIVE GRIFF'ITHS:
another amendment in my name
66, and it applies also in this
That amendment seeks to add
"reasonable."

There is
to clause
instance.
the word

The Hon. A. F. Griffith: We are not on
clause 66.

The Hon. OLIVE GRIFFITHS: Does the
Minister suggest that I cannot deal with
the clause before us?

The Hon. A. F. Griffith: I do not.
The Hon. CLIVE GRIFFITHS: The Min-

ister suggested I was dealing with clause
66.

The Hon. A. F. Griffith: If the honour-
able member is trying to pick a fight he is
doing his best.

The Hon. CLIVE GRIFFITHS: It is not
hard to pick a fight with the Minister.
The licensee ought to be reasonably capable
of meeting the reasonable requirements.
I therefore move-

That the amendment be amended
by inserting before the word "reqmire-
ments" in line 9 of subparagraph (ii)
the word "reasonable".

The Hon. A-F. GRIFFITH: The amend-
ment on the amendment is so fiddling that
I would not be bothered with it.

Amendment on the amendment put and
negatived.

Amendment Put and passed.
Clause, as amended, put and passed.
Clause 58: Application for permits-
The Hon. W. F. WILTESEE: I move an

amendment-
Page 54, line 4-Delete the passage

"subsection (1)' and substitute the
passage "subsections (1) and (2) (a) "

This clause deals with applications for per-
mits. The Purpose of the amendment is
to enable hotel licensees in the country to
object to the granting of permits to estab-
lishments in close proximity to their pre-
mises.

In some country towns a licensed res-
taurant might be established alongside the
hotel: this applies particularly in the
tourist towns. In such a case, a restaurant
attached to a motel could obtain a lodger's
permit and a caterer's permit. The com-
bination of the two permits could seriously
affect the trade of the hotel. This amend-
ment will give the court the power to in-
vestigate the possible effects before it issues
a license.

It will be a question of fact as to where
this amendment should apply. its purpose
is to enable hotels in particular parts Of
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the State to lodge objections to the grant-
ing of licenses. It does not necessarily
follow that a permit would not be granted,
but the right of objection is provided. No
immediate right is conferred on the person
objecting, but I believe the right to object
is an important factor.

There would not be a great number of
instances of this situation developing in
Western Australia. but it could exist where
a hotel is situated alongside a motel type
of business. The motel could affect the
economy of the hotel, and it would not
be a good thing to have any deterioration
in the standard of hotels, especially in the
country. The amendment will provide an
opportunity to bring the matter to the
notice of the Licensing Court prior to the
issuing of a permit.

The Hon. A. V. GRIFFITH: I would like
an opportunity to examine this proposed
amendment, and with the concurrence of
Mr. Willesee I would ask that the clause
be postponed. I move-

That further consideration of the
clause be postponed.

Motion put and passed.
Clause 59: Certificate of local health

authority-
The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: With the

concurrence of the Committee, and because
I am watching the time and endeavouring
to make some progress, I would like to go
through the Bill and pass the uncontested
clause~s. Thiat would give me an oppor-
tunity to assess what can be done in the
remainder of this evening.

This might be considered unusual, but
the Bill has to be reprinted. There have
been substantial amendments, and possibly
there will he more. I may be able to assess
whether we should stay and finish the Bill
tonight, or come back tomorrow. Perhaps
Mr. Willesee will express an opinion.

The Hon. W. P. WILLESEE: Itam pleased
to have the opportunity to support what
the Minister has said. We are not making
the progress we would like to make and
if we can simplify some of the procedures
and speed up the proceedings we will make
greater progress. I offer my co-operation
in what the Minister has in mind, without
taking away anything from the debating
factor.

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: When. I
referred to uncontested clauses, I meant
those clauses not listed on the notice paper
to be amended. If any honourable member
does not intend to proceed with amend-
ments which are on the notice paper they
need not be brought forward.

The Hon. J. Dolan: We can call a clause,
if necessary?

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: Yes.
Clause put and passed.
Clauses 60 to 65 put and passed.

Clause 66: Grant of works canteen
licences-

The H-on. A. F. GRIFFITH: I move-
That the clause be postponed.

Motion put and passed.
Clause 67 put and passed.
Clause 68: Grant of winehouse licences-

The H-on. A. F. GRIFFITH: I move-
That the clause be postponed.

Motion put and passed.
Clause 69: Grant of club licences--
The Hon. J. DOLAN: I feel that the

word "together" in line 17 is unnecessary.
Also, in line 33 the word "divisible" is
spelt wrongly.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (The Hon.
F. D. Willmott): The Clerks will correct
the spelling mistake.

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: I would be
glad if the spelling error could be corrected
by the Clerks, and I would be glad if the
word "together" stayed in the Bill because
it is purely a question of grammar.

Clause Put and passed.
Clause 70 put and Passed.
Clause 71: Grant of store licences-
The Hon. W. F. WILLESEE: This is an

instance of where I have an amendment
on the notice paper which I do not intend
to proceed with.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (The Hon.
P. f_ Willmott): The amendment need not
be withdrawn.

The I-on. A. F. GRIFFITH: I move-
That the clause be postponed.

Motion put and passed.
Clause 12: Grant of other licences--
The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: I Move-

That the clause be postponed.
Motion put and passed.
Clauses 73 to 78 put and passed.
Clause 79: Who may object to renewals-
The Hon. A. P. GRIFFITH: I Move-

'That the clause be postponed.
Motion put and passed.
Clauses 80 to 89 put and passed.
Clause 90: Applications for removal-
The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: I might say

there are some clauses I could debate but
I think we should maintain the Present
system with which the Committee has been
so helpful. I move-

That the clause be postponed.
Motion put and passed.
Clauses 91 to 98 put and passed.
Clause 99: Licensed premises to be kept

clean and in repair-
The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (The Hon.

F. D. Willmott): I would advise members
that an error occurs in lines, 10, 14, i6, and
20. 1 am advised that the error cannot be
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treated as a typographical error and the
clause will have to be amended accord-
ingly.

The Hon, J. DOLAN: I move an amend-
Inent-

Page 81, line 10-Delete the word
"inspector" and substitute the word
"surveyor".

Health inspectors are now referred to as
health surveyors.

Amendment put and passed.
The clause was further amended, on

motions by The Hon. J. Dolan, as follows:-
Page 81,

"Inspector"
"surveyor".

Page 81,
"inspector"
"surveyor".

Page 81,
"inspector"
"1surveyor".

line 14-Delete the word
and substitute the word

line 16-Delete the word
and substitute the ward

line 20--Delete the word
and substitute the word

Clause, as amended, put and passed.
Clauses 100 to 110 put and passed.
Clause 111: Court to effect rationali-

2ation-
The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: I move an

amendment-
Page 88, line I-Delete the word

"Hotel".
Amendment Put and passed.
Clause, as amended, put and passed.
Clauses 112 and 113 put and Passed.
Clause 114: Parties may show cause for

continuance of licence-
The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: I move-

That the clause be Postponed.
Motion put and passed.
Clauses 115 to 120 put and passed.
Clause 121: Register of lodgers-
The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (The Hon.

F. D, WLimott): I draw the Committee's
attention to a misspelling in line 20 on
page 95. It will be corrected.

Clause put and passed.
Clause 122: Services to be provided by

certain licensees-
The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: I move-

That the clause be postponed.
Motion put and passed.
Clauses 123 to 128 put and passed.
Clause 129: Offences on or relating to

licensed or specified premises-
The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: I move-

That the clause be postponed.
Motion put and passed.
Clauses 130 to 137 put and passed.
Clause 138: Hawking liquor-
The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: I move-

That the clause be postponed.

Motion put and Passed.
Clauses 139 to 146 put and passed.
Clause 141': Power to exclude or expel

Certain persons from licensed premises--
The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: I move-

That the clause be postponed.
Motion put and passed.
Clauses 148 to 159 put and passed.
Clause 160: Transitional provisions as

to licence fees--
The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: I move-

That the clause be postponed.
The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (The Hon.

F. D. WillmottY: I draw the Committee's
attention to a typographical error in line
12. The numerals; "160" should read "159."

Motion put and passed.
Clauses 161 to 167 put and passed.
Clause 168: Power of Treasurer to make

payments for certain purposes-
The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: I move-

That the clause be postponed.
Motion put and passed.
Clause 169: Clerks to issue permits in

certain cases--
The Hon. R, THOMPSON: This is the

clause I mentioned when we were dealing
with the function permits, when I said I
considered the court was a bit far away
from some country centres. I realise that
clause 11 allows powers to be delegated to
clerks. I would imagine that, wherever a
a courthouse is situated, the clerks would
be virtually automatically delegated this
power to issue permits for the centre. Do
I understand this correctly?

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: It is not
intended that there should be any diffi-
culty in obtaining a permit of this nature.
The clause says specifically "with the in-
formal, oral consent." I take it that the
words "oral consent" could mean a tele-
phone call, subsequently followed up with
an application, to keep it in order. The
idea is to add flexibility to the application.

Clause put and passed.
Clauses 170 to 175 put and passed.
Clause 176: Regulations-
The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: I move-

That the clause be postponed.
Motion put and passed.
The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: I take it

you will deal with the Postponed clauses
before you deal with the schedules, Mr.
Deputy Chairman?

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (The H-on. F.
D. Willmott): Yes, or the proposed new
clause.

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: Yes, I notice
that. If I can speak on the question of
the postponed clauses, I would point out
that we nowr have to deal with only 18
clauses out of 176, which clauses we will
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debate further. That is a job well done, and
I appreciate the co-operation of the Com-
mittee.

In order to facilitate the proceedings,
there are matters which I promised I would
review. The Committee will appreciate
that during the tea suspension I did not
have time to confer with the draftsman
on the undertakings I gave, so it would
facilitate matters if you, Mr. Deputy
Chairman, left the Chair until the ringing
of the bells.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: I will leave
the Chair until the ringing of the bells.
Sitting suspended from 8.32 to 11.10 p.m.

Postponed clause 24: Hotel licence-
The further consideration of the clause

was postponed after the following amend-
ment. moved by The Hon. A. F. Griffith,
had been partly considered:-

Page 21, after line 2-Insert a new
subclause, to stand as subelause (2),
as follows:-

(2) Notwithstanding any provi-sion of subsection (1) of this
section-

(a) the holder of an hotel
licence may. if his
licensed premises are
situated outside a
radius of thirty miles
from the General Post
Office. Perth. in each of
any two peri ods during
which he is authorised
to sell and supply
liquor on a Sunday, sell
and supply beer, in
sealed containers, in
quantities not exceed-
ing one-third of a
gallon to any one per-
son, for consumption
off the premises; and

(b) the Court may, having
regard to the circum-
stances existing In the
neighbourhood of the
licensed premises and
the needs of the public,
from time to time, on
the application of the
holder of an hotel
licence, authorise the
holder of an hotel
licence to sell and
supply liquor, during a
specified period not
exceeding, or two
specified periods not
exceeding in the aggre-
gate, five hours, on a
Sunday other than
Anzac Day, for con-
sumption on the pre-
mises, only; and an

authority so conferred
shall remain in force
until the Court other-
wise orders.

The Hon. A. P. GRIFFITH: It would
suit my purpose and that of the Committee
if we take the postponed clauses in
numerical order. I asked for the further
consideration of clause 24 to be postponed,
because Mr. Macsinnon wanted to take
away the right which my amendment seeks
to confer in respect of the sale of bottles
of beer on Sundays by hotel licensees who
are outside a radius of 30 miles from the
General Post Office, Perth. Mr. MacKinnon
wanted to have the words "outside a radius
of 30 miles from the General Post Office,
Perth," deleted, and the words "within a
Prescribed area" inserted. I was doubt-
ful about this proposal to amend the
amendment, because I might have to agree
to the area. I wanted the opportunity to
look into the matter.

I1 should make it clear that if the Com-
mittee agrees to the amendment on the
amendment I will recommend to the
Governor-in-council that the area to be
prescribed is to be the identical area in
which the purchase of two bottles of beer
on Sundays is now permitted, and in no
other area. That is the only way to ensure
that the status quo is maintained.

The Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: I thank
the Minister for Justice for his comments
and for the assurance that the situation
will be maintained as it is. There is no need
for me to go over the ground any further.
I move-

That the amendment be amended
by deleting the words "outside a radius
of thirty miles from the General Post
Office, Perth" in lines 4 to 7 of para-
graph (a) and substituting the words
"1within a prescribed area".

The Act prescribes the area, and in this
regard the Minister for Justice has made
the Position clear.

The Hon. V. J. FERRY: I Just want to
indicate very briefly that I appreciate the
consideration which has been given to the
proposal and I am quite happy with the
explanation given by the Minister for Jus-
tice.

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: I want to
make the situation perfectly clear. Those
who are permitted to sell two bottles of
beer on a Sunday at the moment are de-
cided on the basis of electoral boundaries.
These boundaries do not apply under the
Provision we are now discussing. The
situation will remain the same until this
Act is proclaimed. A reference to section
121(5) will reveal the definition of "Gold-
fields district."

If the regulating Power In clause 176
of the Bill is included, the Government will
have to ask the Governor-in-Council to
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proclaim the areas we now know are en- the Part of the Premises,
joying this privilege. I think Westonia is
additional, but is not in the areas. I want
to make it clear that no town, except those
at Present with this privilege, will be in-
chided in that proclamation.

The Hon. E. C. House: Do you know
whether Esperance is in it?

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: I think it is.
I want to indicate to the Committee that
if it is championing this cause, that is
my intention with regard to putting the
Provision into effect.

Thie Hon. E. C. HOUSE: When he made
a plea for this provision, the Minister for
Health put a great deal of stress on holi-
day resorts and the effect upon them. I
asked the Minister for Justice whether
Esperance is in the prescribed area, and
he indicated that it is. I just want to
make that point.

Amendment on the amendment put and
passed.

Amendment, as amended, Put and
passed.

Postponed clause, as amended, put and
passed.

Postponed clause 29: Winehouse
licence-

The further consideration of the clause
was postponed after the following amend-
ment, moved by The Hon. A. F. Griffith,
had been partly considered:-

Page 27, lines 8 to 29-Delete all
words after the word "licensed" down
to and including the word "weekday"
and substitute the following words-

premises-
(a) during ordinary trading

hours;
(b) if the licensee has elected,

by virtue of subsection (3)
of this section, to do so--

(i) between the hours of
eleven in the morning
and one in the after-
noon and between
half-past four and
half-past six in the
afternoon, on a Sun-
day: or

(ii) between such other
hours, on a Sunday,
as the Court may
authorise, by virtue
of subsection (3) of
this section,

for consumption on the pre-
mises, only;

(c) if the licensee obtains an
entertainment permit, by
virtue of subsection (3) of
this section, with or ancil-
lary to entertainment, be-
tween the hours of ten in
the evening and midnight,
on the day or days, and in

specified, and subject to the
conditions imposed, by the
permit, for consumption on
the premises only;

(d) if the licensee obtains an
occasional permit, by virtue
of subsection (3) of this
section, during the hours,
on the day, to the persons
or class of persons, and in
the part of the premises,
specified in the permit.

(2) The holder of a winehouse li-
cence is required to make light meals,
of such a nature as the Court may
approve, continuously available for
purchase and consumption on the pre-
mises, during ordinary trading hours.

(3) The provisions of subsections
(2), (3), (5) and (7) to (11), inclu-
sive, of section 24 apply, with such
adaptations as may be necessary, to
the holder of a winehouse licence.

The Hon. A. F. GRIFrFI: When dis-
cussing the clause previously it was said
that representations had been made from
people who found themselves affected by
the restrictions which the committee had
agreed to put on a winehouse license. The
amendment I moved put the winehouse
license in the same category as a tavern
license in respect of trading hours. I have
heard nothing to the effect that this
will put the winehouse licenses out of busi-
ness. Be that as it may, when the Bill
emerged from another place, a winehouse
licensee had a distinct advantage over a
tavern licensee, because a tavern licensee
had to close at 10 p.m.. and had to stop
selling bottles at that time. However, a
winehouse licensee had the advantage of
being able to continue until 12.30 am.

I have indicated to Mr. Willesee that I
would, as a compromise, be prepared to
accept-and I have reason to believe that
it is acceptable to the people involved-a
proposition to the effect that a winehouse
licensee should trade ordinarily from 10
am. to 10 p.m. with the right to sell bottles
in that time. However, from 10 p.m. until
12.30 a.m. he could continue to sell wine
on the premises, but not in bottles, Pro-
vided a meal was taken in good faith and
the liqjuor consumed in a dining room on
the premises.

This would give the winehouse licensee
a period of trading from 10 a.m. to 12.30
am, the following day; namely, 141 hours.
During this time, bottles could be sold for
12 hours but, in the additional period of
two hours, bottles would not be sold al-
though the licensee could sell wine pro-
vided it was taken in good faith and con-
sumed on the Premises with a meal. I
think that would be a satisfactory com-
promise. I suggest that Mr. Willesee
should move accordingly.
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The Hon. W. F. WTI.1ESEE: I move-
That the amendment be amended by

deleting paragraph (c) and substitut-
ing the following:-

(c) with or ancillary to a meal
supplied by the licensee, between
the hours of ten in the evening, on
a week day, and half past twelve
In the morning of the following
day, notwithstanding that the
following day is a Sunday, Christ-
mas Day, Good Friday or Anzac
Day, if the meal is supplied and
taken in good faith, and the liquor
is consumed, in a dining room on
the premises;

This amendment was outlined by the
Minister.

Amendment on the amendment put and
passed.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: I 'wish 'to
refer to subelause (2) of proposed new
clause 29 which says that the holder of
a winehouse license is required to make
light meals available of such a nature as
the court may approve. I think it is neces-
sary to delete the word "light" because
the Committee has taken out this interpre-
tation,

The Hon. A. F. Griffith: That relates to
ordinary trading hours. The word is quite
all right in this place. The Committee
took out the definition of "light meal."
This means aL light meal during ordinary
trading hours, as the court may approve.
I assure the honourable member it is all
right.

The Hon. IR. THOMPSON: The Minister
may assure me it is all right, but I do Dot
like it. I think it could lead to pie and
chips and things like that. These people
wanted to maintain a standard and I
think we want to see a standard main-
tained.

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: The court
will ensure that the standard is maintained.
Members will recall that I asked the
Committee to take out the definition of a
light meal because it referred to an entree
type of meal, whatever that might be. An
entree type of meal is not necessarily a
satisfactory light meal. If members recall,
I suggested that the words "cold collation"
might be more appropriate in the sumnmer-
time. I think members will find that -the
use of the words "light meal" in this case
is perfectly all right,

The Hon. 1. 0. MEDCALF: At the
moment I am not satisfied on the question
of meals. I understood the committee
recommended that meals should be made
available, not light meals. Indeed, the
original Bill contained the word "meals"
and not the words "light meals."

The Hon. A. F. Griffith: It was changed
in another place. I tried to tidy up the
provision.

The Hon. 1. 0. MEDCAIY: I understand
that some winehouse licensees object to
the provision of light meals, because many
of the better class ones provide full meals.

The Hon. A. F. Griffith: There is nothing
to stop them providing full meals.

The Ron. 1. 0. MEDCALF: Except that
they are required to provide light meals.

The Hon. A. F. Griffith: That is the
mninimum.

The Hon. I. GI. MEDCALF: There is no
definition of a light meal. Presumably, it
is not a precooked meal. I would have
thought it would be better to restore the
recommendation of the committee.

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: I explain
it in simple terms: What is wrong with
giving more than one is required to give?
The provision reads that the court may
approve the light meal, which means that
the court will lay down some basis for a
light meal.

If the patron is in a position to receive
turkey every day of the week because the
winehouse licensee wishes to provide it, I
can see nothing wrong with that.

The Hon. I. G. MEDCALF; I take it
that the Minister is giving an assurance
that it will be perfectly In order for wine-
houses to provide full meals as part of
their service if they so wish, and that they
will not be penalised in any respect if they
are, in fact, providing the same sort of
meal as a restaurant?

The Hon. A. IF. GRIFFITH: The hon-
curable member is asking me to give an
assurance that the winehouse licensee will
provide more than is laid down as a mini-
mum standard in the Bill,

The Hon. I. 0. Medealf: No. I asked
for an assurance that if a winehouse li-
censee provides a full meal which is equiva-
lent to that provided by aL restaurant, he
will not in any way transgress the terms
of his license.

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: I do not
think he would. I said before that if the
licensee does that he -would be exceeding
the minimum standard. I do not think
anybody could object to that.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: With the
inclusion of the words "with or ancillary
to a meal supplied by the licensee" the
provision can now be read two ways. Dur-
ing normal trading hours the licensee could
supply a light meal and then It could be
said that a meal must be supplied after
10 o'clock.

The Hon. A. F. Griffith:, He could supply
roast duck all day if he wanted to.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: I am not
querying that. All I want to do Is to en-
sure that the standard is maintained. I
understand the standards are very high
and that first-class meals are provided.
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We do not want to see again the old
"plonk" shops in which someone dishes up
a shoddy meal, The provision states that
the court shall set the standard, but
the court cannot be present in the shop.

The Hon. A. F. Griffith: The court has
its inspectors.

The Han. R. THOMPSON: I realise that.
The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: A conse-

quential amendment is necessary to remove
the provision far the entertainment permit.
Accordingly. I move-

That the amendment be amended
by deleting the passage "and (7) to
(11), inclusive,' in lines 2 and 3 of
proposed new subelause (3) and sub-
stituting the passage "(10) and (11)".

Amendment on the amendment put and
passed.

Amendment, as amended, put and passed.
Postponed clause, as amended, put and

passed.
Postponed clause 35: Club licence-
The Han. W. F. WILLESEE: This clause

was postponed on the basis that I would
add to my original Proposed amendment
to try to get something in keeping with the
views expressed by the Committee. My
proposal is to add after the passage "1per-
mit." the passage "For the purposes of
this subsection, the words "special occa-
sion" in subsection (9) of section 24 means
a special occasion of the club."

This clause does not apply to a group of
people who are the guests of a club with
an occasional license in a town where there
are no other available catering facilities.

The Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: Perhaps
we could save recommitting the Bill if Mr.
Willesee will allowv me to move my amend-
nment at the head of Page 32.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (The Hon.
P'. D. Willrnott): We went past that before
the clause was postponed, so the Minister
will have to move to recommit the Bill to
move his amendment.

The Hon. W. F, WILLESEE: I was about
to mention that the passage I propose
will make the clause more in keeping with
what the Committee required when we
discussed this clause previously. The basis
of the remarks made was that the situation
should be protected in country towns, as
against my proposed amendment which
would apply mare to bigger clubs in the
cities. Accordingly, I move an amend-
ment-

Page 33, line 38-Insert after the
passage "permit." the passage "For
the purposes of this subsection, the
words "special occasion" in subsection
(9) of section 24 means a special occa-
sion of the club."

The Han. A. F. GRIFFITH: I am trying
to pick up this amendment. I cannot
understand It because it refers to page 33,
line 38.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN4 (The Hon.
F. D. Willniott): Order! The Clerk. has
pointed out to me that we cannot deal
with this amendment, because we have
gone past that paint. The next amend-
ment to this clause on the notice paper
has already been dealt with so the only
way we can deal with it is to recommit
the Bill.

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: I think I
asked for this clause to be postponed
because I gave some undertaking in re-
spect of it. I think we passed the clause
and I said I would have a look at the
question of this casual permit with re-
gard to the question raised about clubs
being able to let their premises for func-
tions.

The Hon. R. Thompson: That is correct.
The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Order! That

is why the Minister postponed the clause.
He was going to obtain some information
and advise Mr. Willesee, and if Mr. Wil-
lesee was not satisfied he would have to
recommit the Bill to move his amendment.

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: That is
right. I feel the clause ought to remain
as it is. Any further amendment to it
would simply open up the situation in
a manner which we spoke about, and which
we thought was undesirable.

The Hon. W. F. WILLESEE: I do not
think there is any point in reiterating all
that we said before on this question.

The Hon. A. F. Griffith: Your amend-
ment would have prevented the possibility
of a club allowing its premises to be used
for special occasions.

The Hon. W. F. WILLESEE: Yes, in
country areas.

The Hon. A. F. Griffith: In any area.
The Han. W. F. WILLESEE: It is for

that reason I proposed the conciliatory
amendment. I intend to press for the
amendment standing in mny name on the
notice paper.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: You will
have to recommit the Bill to do that.
You cannot do it at present.

Postponed clause, as previously
amended, put and passed.

Postponed clause 36: Store licence-
The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: This clause

was also postponed to allow me to make
inquiries. I think Mr. Willesee might
not proceed with his amendment because
I have proposed an amendment to clause
122 which covers the situation he sought
to cover. I think he prefers my amend-
ment.

The Hon. W. F. Willesee: Yes.
The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (The Hon.

F. D. Willmott): Does Mr. Willesee in-
tend to continue with his amendment?
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The Hon. W. F. Willesee: No.
The Hon. A. F. GRIFFTH: I move an

amendment--
Page 34, line 24-Delete the word

"afternoon" and substitute the word
"evening".

No explanation is necessary. This is
purely a drafting amendment.

Amendment put and passed.
Postponed clause, as further amended,

Put and passed.
Postponed clause 45: Limitation o

bringing liquor to unlicensed premises-
The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: I wish to

move an amendment to this clause.
The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Order! Mr.

House and Mr. Willesee each have an
amendment on the notice paper that has
not been dealt with.

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: Is that the
one to delete subparagraph (ii)?

The Hon. E. C. House: Yes.
The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: All I can

say is that I have made an attempt and
I have an amendment which might help
the situation.

The Hon. E. C. HOUSE: The Minister
has foreshadowed that there might be
some improvement but I have no idea
whether it will satisfy me. Would it be
possible to recommit the clause if I am
not satisfied?

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: I hope the
Committee will leave subelause (2) where
it is for the reasons we have canvassed. We
do not want a public dance hall invaded
by people who might bring in liquor. I feel
the following subolause (3) might help the
position. 'it reads-

The provisions of paragraph (a) of
subsection (1) of this section do not
apply to liquor that is to be gratuit-
ously supplied to persons or that is
brought there by persons attending a
private function not open to the pub-
lic in a building adjoining a sports
hall or a public hall.

That may not go all the way but it will
help considerably. It will be a compromise.
If we deleted subclause (2) there would
be an open slather, to use a vulgarism.

The Hon. S. T. J. THOMPSON: The
Minister's foreshadowed amendment would
not fill the Bill at all. Mr. House is con-
cerned with public functions, not private
functions, and this will not meet the sit-
uation.

The Hon. E. C. HOUSE: We are not
worried about private functions at all. I
do not think the Minister appreciates that
these functions are held in shire halls to
raise money for certain purposes. It would
not be practical to ask a hotelkeeper to
transport liquor 20 miles and to take back

what is niot consumed. The expense in-
volved would rule that out completely.
This provision would put the clock backc
20 years. We would revert to the bad old
days of people drinking in cars.

The DEPUPTV CHAIRMAN (The Hon.
F. D. Willmott): Does Mr. House intend
to move the amendment on the notice
paper?

The Hon. E. C. HOUSE: I do not want
to throw the thing wide open and that is
what will happen. We could reach a com-
promise if the organisers were given the
option of supplying liquor from a bar pro-
vided by the hotel-in which case the
people would not bring their own liquor-
or the people attending the function could
bring their own liquor and the liquor sup-
plied by the club could be dispensed with.
A system of permits might be acceptable.
I do not want to move this amendment
knowing it is not what we really want. We
could possibly introduce a provision rela-
ting to an area outside the 30-mile limit.
This is too big an issue, and I think most
country members will know what I amn
talking about. I do not want to upset the
whole clause by my deletion.

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFTH:! have tried
to assist, bearing in mind that the hon-
ourable member was going to have the
clause voted out.

The Hon. E, C. House:. I do not want to
do this.

The -Honl. A. F. GRIF7FITH: I realise
that. The functions to which the honour-
able member refers are organised for fund-
raising purposes. If the organisers were
to obtain a function permit they could
purchase their liquor supplies from tine
licensed premises and take these to the
function.

The Hon. E. C. House: The people must
be able to do it themselves.

The Hon. A. P. GRIFFITH: Whilst I
appreciate the point made by Mr. House,
we might be responsible for promoting
some quite ugly situations in other parts
of the community if we take out subclause
(2).

The Hon. E. C. House: Have you not got
that position now?

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: We have
not got this among people under the age
of 21, but we will have it among people
at 18 years of age.

The Hon. H. THOMPSON: I think I was
the first to express a view on this point
when I spoke about family functions and
cabarets which are held in halls. At those
functions people take their own Uiquor the
same as they do in the country; this fre-
quently occurs in the area where I live.

I do not want to see the provision deleted
because, as has been Pointed out, young
people could take liquor to discotheques
and similar places. However, I would
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rather see the clause go out than see those
people who have conducted themselves in
a proper manner over a great number of
years penalised. Because of the size of this
legislation, amendments will be brought
forward during the next session of Parlia-
ment and this matter could be attended
to at that time.

I have attended many functions similar
to those I have described. They are con-
ducted by mature people and very rarely
are any young people present.

The Hon. V. J. PERRY: I believe that
the subelause. as printed, must stay for
obvious reasons. I also believe there is
need to provide for the situation where it
has been the custom at certain functions
for people to bring their own refreshments
with them. This has become a social habit.
and it is practicable for people to organise
their supplies through their own channels.

We must protect the functions where it
is not desirable that there should be liquor
on the premises. Dances where liquor
should not be available are held in the
metropolitan and country areas.

The Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: As my
name was mentioned by Mr. Syd Thomp-
son I feel disposed to say a few words. I
agree with what has been said by Mr. Perry.
We must leave with the organisers of
dances for young people the right to refuse
entry to anyone who tries to take liquor
into a dance hall.

At the particular cabaret referred to by
Mr. Syd Thompson there simply would not
have been room for a bar to be set up,
nor would there have been room for
stewards to serve any liquor at all. In many
places where very successful functions are
held stewards would not be available. Also,
the required variety of liquor could not
be supplied. It might be said that it is
degrading to have to carry one's own liquor
Into a cabaret, but that has been part
and parcel of country life. The liquor is
also infinitely cheaper, and one can take
precisely what one wants.

The Hon. R. F. CLAtJOHTON: I under-
stand that if a function permit is obtained
that means a hotel licensee, or somebody
of that nature, will have the right to supply
and sell liquor at the function.

The Hon. A. P. Griffith: That Is not
correct: you are confusing a function
permit with a caterer's permit. The func-
tion permit will allow the people conduct-
ing the function to buy the alcohol from
licensed premises and take it to the pre-
mises where the function is being held.

The Hon. R. F. CLAUGHTON: The
people who have the function permit would
be the only ones who could supply and sell
liquor on the premises?

The Hon. I. 0. Medcalf: Anybody can
get a function permit to hold a function
at any Place nominated.

The Hon. R. F. CLAUGHTON: But the
Person whose name is on the permit is the
only one who has the right to supply and
sell liquor at the function.

The Hon. 0. 0. MacKinnon: Yes, that
would be so.

The Hon. R. F. CLAUGHTON: That
would prevent anyone else bringing along
his own liquor?

The Hon. A. F. Griffith: Yes, it would
prevent anyone else from bringing his own
liquor.

The Hon. I. G. MEDCALF: I think the
committee made it quite clear, in its re-
port. that it felt it was time the bringing
of liquor, indiscriminately, to cabarets
should be stopped. The committee reported
that many people objected to having to
take liquor to functions.

Clause 43 states that the court may, on
the application of an unlicensed person,
issue to the applicant a function permit
authorising him to sell and supply liquor
during such Period and at such a Place
as is named in the permit. The fee is
$5 but the Minister has an amendment
on the notice Paper to reduce the fee to
$2. Such a permit can be granted in an
informal manner to any person.

Clause 58 sets out how a permit can be
obtained. It is a very informal procedure,
and is obtained by informal notice In
writing, lodged with the clerk or the
nearest police officer. The object of the
function permit is to stop people having
to take bottles with them.

The Hon. G. C. MaCKINNON: I would
like to point out that literally hundreds of
balls and cabarets are probably being
organised from one end of the State to
the other to be held between now and the
end of November, and many tickets will
have been printed already.

It seems to me the system has to be
changed. I believe there ought to be some
system whereby what has been occurring
can go on and gradually be changed. As
time goes on function permits will come in
and perhaps there will be some provision
whereby individuals will be able to take
their own liquor.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: I go along
with the recommendations of the com-
mittee which have been expressed by Mr.
Medealf. I think the committee referred
in the main to the balls and functions
held within the city. I agree that it is
shocking to have to park one's car and
take one's liquor to the ballroom. However,
that is completely different from a cabaret
function in the country, or even in the
suburbs. The average person cannot afford
to go to many balls and buy liquor which
certainly will be dearer because of the ser-
vice. Many people do not want very much
liquor because they Usually go to a cabaret
for the purpose of having a good time as
a friendly family unit.
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To my way of thinking the commnittee's
recommendations applied to the larger type
of function, but not to the cabaret even-
ings held in the suburbs and in the country.
It is most desirable that people shouldi
retain the right to take along a limited
amount of drink to a function which is
the subject of a function permit.

The Hon. OLIVE GRIFFITHS: Perhaps
the Minister could now answer my question
which I asked earlier in the debate re-
garding the position of a licensed football
club which intended to hold a bali.

The Hon. A. F. GRIFF1TH: I under-
stand the position is the football club in
question would first obtain a function per-
mit. It could then sell liquor from its
own licensed premises to the Person con-
ducting the function and the liquor would
be disposed of at the function.

Before I sit down I want to say-and
I mean no offence-that we have been
over and over this for the last three-
quarters of an hour. I have tried to help.
and the only other thing I can suggest
is that we pass over this matter and when
the Bill returns to another place I will
see whether I can have a more appro-
priate clause drafted. I just cannot think
of a clause at five minutes' notice. I have
been with the draftsman since the sitting
was suspended, and we found it most diffi-
cult. Obviously my attempt was not
successful. If we pass the clause as It
is I will get my colleague who represents
me in the Assembly to do something about
it after conferring with the draftsman.

The Hon. E. C. HOUSE: 11 have no
option but to adopt the Minister's sug-
gestion. We have gone over and over
the matter, but we have done so because
we are not satisfied. It is our right to
do that, and I will stick with it. Some
people have no conception of the effect
of this provision. I have great respect
for Mr. Medcalf and his lucid mind, but
he obviously does not understand this
matter. The Minister suggested that the
organisers should obtain a permit, but
that would not work either. If it were
practicable to put in a provision relating
to these halls, that would be all right.,

The people who attend these functions
have to travel 20-odd miles in most cases,
and they do not even know whether the
function will be successful. I mentioned
one where only 34 people turned up, and
that was a financial fiasco. I am sure
that when the Bill is returned to the
Assembly an attempt will be made to
rectify the position. The Minister in
that House promised that something
would be done; it has not been done,
and the members of that place are rather
upset about it. Surely we should be able
to do something about a matter as im-
portant as this, which affects so many
people. I admit the Minister is up against
time and has a difficult job, but I am

sure that we will be able to do something.
I agree to his proposition on the condi-
tion that something is done.

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: I am not
going to accept conditions. I have tried
to assist the honourable member, but what
I have done has apparently not been
satisfactory.

The Hon. E. C, House: You have nut
gone very far in trying to help. You only
suggested that it apply to private func-
tions.

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: It must be
getting late In the night for the honourable
member to become so cranky.

The Hon. E. C. House: You are becom-
ing cranky.

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: Of course,
we all are!I I am going to put the onus
right back on the honourable member. Do
not try to put it on me. The honour-
able member can move his amendment
and if something else can be done, well
and good. But do not leave me carry-
ing the baby,

The Hon. OLIEVE GRIFFITHS: I men-
tioned previously the embarrassment I
have felt when going to a function, but
not knowing whether I was supposed to
take liquor or whether it was to be sup-
plied at the function. I want to make it
perfectly clear that when I spoke earlier I
did not intend that the organisers of a
function should be placed in the posi-
tion of purchasing all the liquor require-
ments with the possibility that they would
be left with them If sufficient people did
not turn up. My point is that on every
occasion a hotel license holder or some
other license holder would be available
so that any unsold liquor would not be
to the detriment of the organisation. if
the organisers of the function are to be
the losers, I will certainly support Mr.
House. The Minister has failed completely
to convince me and he has absolutely no
possibility of getting me to support his
Point of view.

The Hon. J, HEITMAN: The whole
trouble is the fact that when the liquor
committee looked at cabaret lcensis ~t
classified them with night clubs. The
method of supplying liquor to night clubs
may be all right because they have set
entertainment: set floor shows, set meals,
and other things which are supplied to
customers. However, the position of a
cabaret in the country is totally different,
and I think that is where the mistake has
been made.

I agree with Mr. House and other speak-
ers that this form of entertairnent is most
popular In country areas today, and it has
not been catered for in the right sense.
We should not liken country cabarets to
night clubs In the city where a person
pays $5 or $6 entrance fee and can take
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along his own drink and be supplied with
entertainment and a meal. That situation
would still apply. I would like to see this
matter looked at further.

The only place w here I think an amend-
ment will fit in is in clause 45 (1) (a) (ii)
which states that a person shall not take
!ieutor into a public hall while a dance or
ether entertainment is being conducted
there. I think we could add words to this
effeact: "except if it is a cabaret where the
organisers elect to ask patrons to bring
their own light meals and drinks." It
would probably not do to fit it in there
because that clause deals with places
where one cannot take liquor.

The Hon. E. C. House: What about
using the term "fund-raising function."?

The Hon. .J. HEITMAN: Most of them,
although not all, are. At one time dances
were the thing and a person could hire a
hail, provide an orchestra, and charge what
he liked, and everyone would flock there.
However, nobody goes to dances today:
they wish to go to cabarets. They are
charged so much at the door and they pro-
vide their own drinks, and everybody goes
home quite happy. The organisers make
a few dollars for charity or for whatever
purpose the function is held. Cabarets
seem to be about the only type of function
that can be run at a profit in the country
districts.

The Hon. S. T. J. THOMPSON: I su-
gest that the subparagraph should be
Pmended so that lioar can be taken to
those places provided a permit is obtained
from the police. I agree with Mr. Medeali's
suggestion that perhaps in six or 12
months' time this wording will be phased
out. At the moment a Miss Australia quest
is being conducted and all sorts of fund-
raising cabarets are being held in country
areas. Most dance halls are booked out
during the weekends for the next three
months for football club and other club
functions. I think it would be desirable to
amend the clause so that a permit must be
obtained before liquor can be taken to a
hall, if that is feasible.

The I-on. A. F. GRIFFITH: There may
be something in Mr. Syd Thompson's sug-
gestion; however, I feel we are not mak-
ig any progress. I think the only way to

bring this to a conclusion would be for the
Committee to delete the subparagraph. I
do not wish to accept this in the manner
suggested by Mr. House on condition that
I do something about it, because my next
attempt may be as futile as my first. I
think it would be better to pass the clause
and I will go over it with the draftsman.

The Hon. Rl. THOMPSON: I will try
to suggest an amendment. After the word
"there" in line 19, 1 think we could insert
the words "except family and charitable
functions."

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: I might
go a little further and suggest, "except for
the purpose of a family or charitable
function." although I do not know what
is a family function.

The Hon. R. Thompson: I think it
covers such functions as silver weddings.

The Hon. A. P. GRIFFITH: But they
are not affected by this clause.

The Hon. E.GC. House: My word they are.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: Yes they are;
a 21st birthday party is affected by this
clause.

The Hon. E. C. House: You do not
realise what is happening.

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: I have never
been to a 21st birthday party where the
host has asked me to bring my own liquor.
The liquor is supplied gratuitously. For
what it is worth, I am prepared to agree
to the amendment.

The Hon' R. THOMPSON: I do not want
the Minister to misunderstand me. I am
speaking of the situation that could occur
at, say, the Pagoda Ballroom where a 21st
birthday party could be held.

The Hon. A. F. Griffith: I do not think
your amendment will achieve what You
think it will.

The Ron. R. THOMPSON: The amend-
ment would cover a family function in a
publc hal.

The Hon. I. 0. MEDCALF: I cannot see
how Mr. Ron Thompson will achieve any-
thing with his amendment. The host of
a 21st birthday party that was being held
in the Pagoda Ballroom, together with
other parties, would supply the liquor and
therefore this amendment would not apply,
because he would not be charging for the
liquor. Without any difficulty he could
obtain a function permit by telephoning
the local police station.

The Hon. A. F. Griffith: A charge being
made for the liquor is not the point. I
understand the position despite the fact
that some People do not think I do.

The Hon. 1. 0. MEDCALF: I cannot see
that this will present a problem in the
metropolitan area, because we are talking
about the holding of family functions in
public halls. I do not think we would get
anywhere with the amendment.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: I am quite
happy if we delete the words "family
functions" and substitute the words "fund
raising or charitable functions." This
would cover the situation until a more
thorough examination of it can be made.

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: I suggest
that Mr. House should not continue with
his amendment. I will consult with the
draftsman, and it would be better If the
amendment were not moved, because Mr.
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House may be dissatisfied with what I
endeavour to have inserted in another
place.

The Hon. E. C. HOUSE: I thank the
Minister for his suggestion. He is assisted
by an astute gentleman who should be able
to supply some of the answers. I move an
amendment-

Page 38. lines 17 to 19-Delete sub-
paragraph (ii).

Amendment put and passed.
The Hon. W. F. WILLESEE: In order to

clear the air completely, I advise you. Mr.
Deputy Chairman (The Hon. F. D. Will-
mott), that I do not intend to proceed with
my amendment.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: I move an
amendment-

Page 38, lines 28 and 29-Delete the
passage "half-past ten in the evening,"
and substitute the passage "twelve
midnight".

Amendment put and passed.
The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: I move an

amendment-
Page 39, line 5-Delete the word

"adjoining" and substitute the words
"annexed to".

The word "adjoining" was criticised in
another place as being an indefinite des-
cription of a building. Accordingly, it is
proposed to substitute the words "annexed
to" to clarify it.

Amendment put and passed.
Postponed clause, as amended, Put and

passed.
Postponed clause 58: Application for

permits-
The further consideration of the clause

was postponed after the following amend-
ment. move by The Hon. W. IF. Willesee,
had been Partly considered:-

Page 54, line 4-Delete the passage
"subsection (1)" and substitute the
passage 'subsections (1) and (2)(a)".

The Hon. W. F. WILLESEE: I outlined
this clause Previously at the point where
the Minister moved that the clause be post-
poned. Basically, the purpose of my amend-
ment is to give a hotelier the right to
protest against a permit being issued where
it would have an adverse effect on his
business. The Purpose of the amendment
is to ensure that the court will investigate
the need for a permit in the event of a
protest being lodged against the permit.

In some towns, particularly in seasonal
tourist towns, a restaurant attached to
motel type premises could obtain a
lodger's permit and a caterer's permit;
those permits, together with the bar ser-
vice, could have a serious effect on the
trade of the hotel. The amendment pro-
poses to give the right to a hotel licensee
to object to the granting of such permits.

The Hon. A. P. GRIFFITH: I cannot
agree to the amendment, because it goes
too far. The right of objection to the gran-
ting of a license is one thing, and that
right should be sustained; but the right
to object to the granting of a permit goes
too far. A private person might apply for
a permit, and an objection could be lodged
by a hotelkeeper. I cannot agree to the
amendment.

Amendment put and negatived.
Postponed clause put and passed.
Postponed clause 68: Grant of works

canteen licences-
The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: I move an

amendment-
Page 59, line 25--Insert after the

word "corporate" the passage ', or a
Person nominated by a body corpo-
rate,".

This amendment is sought by the Lic-
ensing Court, and it is inserted to ensure
that the company itself need not hold the
license. It can nominate a person to carry
on the business on its behalf. That is the
position as the law stands at present.

Amendment put and passed.
The Hon. CLIVE GRIFFITHS: There

are several amendments in my name on
the notice paper which I do not intend to
proceed with.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: (The Ron.
F. D. Willmott): If the honourable mem-
ber does not intend to proceed with them
he need not move them.

Postponed clause, as amended. put and
passed.

Postponed clause 88: Grant of wine-
house licences-

The Hon. W. P. WILLESSEE: I move
an amendment-

Page 61. line 3-Insert after the
word "there" the words "and such re-
quirements of the public are not ade-
quately met by other licences in such
areas".

This is applicable to the granting of
winehouse licenses. It is suggested that
this is a consequential amendment, and it
becomes necessary because of the other
amendments which have been agreed to.

The Hon. A. IF. GRIFFITH: I cannot
regard the amendment as consequential,
because it goes further than that. It will
place a further restriction on the granting
of winehouse licenses by enabling the
court to take into account the other licen-
ses wvhich are operative in the area.

A winehouse license is somewhat pecu-
liar in nature. While it is analagous to a
tavern license it is intended to provide a
unique service to the public by specialising
in the sale of wines. It is difficult to see
what other type of license could meet this
need. Only winehouse licenses could really
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compete in an area for this trade.
For this reason I oppose the amendment.

Amendment put and negatived.
Postponed clause put and passed.
Postponed clause 71: Grant of store

licences-
The Hon. A. F. GRIMFTH: I move an

amendment-
Page 08. line 6-Insert after the

word "licences" the words 'or other
licences".

I have taken this amendment up, be-
cause the matter was raised in the Legis-
lative Assembly where the member for
Murchison-Eyre moved a similar amend-
ment. It was lost. In view of the restrictions
that have now been imposed on the grant-
ing of store licenses the amendment is
consistent, and it is introduced for that
reason.

Amendment put and passed.
The Hon. W. F. WILLESEE: I do, not

propose to proceed with the amendment
in my name.

Postponed clause, as amended, put and
passed.

Postponed clause 12: Grant of other
licences-

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: I move an
amendment-

Page 68, line 23-Insert after the
word "Court" the passage "; but the
Court shall not grant a restaurant li -
cence in respect of Premises to which
any other licence relates".

Apparently some fear has been ex-
Pressed that the holders of many types of
the more restricted licenses-for example,
the licenses under which operations have
to cease at 10 p.m-will now attempt to
invade the restaurant field. The committee
of inquiry was anxious that there should
be a greater number of restaurant licen-
ses, but it did not envisage such licenses
being attached to other licenses.

The restaurant provides a special ser-
vice, and It should not be attached to, say,
a cabaret license, as this would have the
effect of extending the hours of operation
to the middle of the day: and it should not
be attached either to a tavern license or
winehouse license merely in order that an
extension of hours might be gained. If the
Committee agrees to this amendment, it
will have that limiting effect.

Amendment put and passed.
Postponed clause, as amended, put and

passed.
Postponed clause 79: Who may object

to renewals-
The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: I move an

amendment-
Page 70. line 28-Delete the passage

"(3) and (4)" and substitute the pass-
age "(2) and (3)".

This is a. purely corrective amendment.
Amendment put and passed.
Postponed clause, as amended, put

and passed.
Postponed clause 90: Applications for

removal-
The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: I move an

amendment-
Page '76, line 20-Insert after the

word "licence" the passage "; and,
where the applicant is not the
owner of the premises from which he
seeks to remove the licence, he shall
give notice of his application to the
owner of those premises".

This amendment is sought by the Licen-
sing Court which considers that the clause
as it is would permit the licensee who is
not the owner to make application for the
removal of his license without the know-
ledge of the owner. The amendment would
require notice to be given to the owner.

Amendment put and passed.
Postponed clause, as amended, put and

passed.
Postponed clause 114: Parties may show

cause for continuance of licence-
The Hon. A. P. GRIFFITH: I move an

amendment-
Page 90, line 30-Insert before the

word "some" the passage "where the
proceeding relates to an hotel licence,"

I desire to move other amendments to
this clause, but in the interests of time I
will explain them all while speaking to
this amendment. This one is intended to
give some sense to paragraph (c) of sub-
clause (1). It will be seen that the clause
now applies to all licenses with the excep-
tion that a reference to hotel licenses
suddenly appears in paragraph (c). This
amendment provides some introductory
words to cover the situation.

The second amendment is included
merely to put the opening words of para-
graph (a) of subclause (2) in a better
form. It does not change the sense in any
way.

The third amendment is a correction to
introduce a comma, and serves no other
purpose.

The final amendment ensures that sub-
paragraph (III) relates to hotel licenses.
If this amendment is not made it may
be considered that the intention was to
remove a store license, for instance, and
convert it to a tavern license.

Amendment put and passed.
The postponed clause was further amen-

ded, on motions by The Hon. A. F. Griffith.
as follows:-

Page 91, line 16-Delete the words
"if the holder of an hotel licence or
an" and substitute the passage ", if
the holder of an hotel licence or the".
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Page 91. line 17-Delete the word
"hotel" and substitute the passage
"hotel,".

Page 91, line 3 1-Insert. after the
word "licence" the passage ", where
the proceeding relates to an hotel
licence".

Postponed clause, as amended, put and
passed.

Postponed clause 122: Services to be
Provided by certain licenseees-

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFTH: I move an
amendment-

Page 96, lines 26 to 29-Delete all
words from and including the word
"and" down to and including the word
"licence" and substitute the following
passage:-

and applies-
(a) except to the extent that

it relates to the provision
of lodging, to the holder of
a tavern licence anld a
winehouse licence; and

(b) except to the extent that
it applies to the provision
of food and lodging, to the
holder of a store licence.

Once again there are a number of
further amendments with which I wish to
deal, and I will explain them all now.

At present this clause lays down obli-
gations for four classes of licenses only.
There is a general feeling that obligations
should now be laid down for the holders
of store licenses. This amendment, by the
insertion of a new paragraph, sets out the
extent to which the clause will apply to
licenses other than winehouse and tavern
licenses, and it now adds the store license.
The effect of this will be to apply the suc-
ceeding subelauses, as far as they are cap-
able of being applied, to five classes of
license, and they will be required to re-
main open during their trading hours.

This is a similar amendment to the one
about which I questioned Mr. Willesee
earlier when I asked him why he was not
going to proceed with it. I am referring to
the amendment he was proposing to clause
36, I think it was.

Certain types of people will be given
licenses which will enable them to trade
in alcohol. The position with a store
licensee is that he will have some obliga-
tion to remain open during the times that
he is able to trade. When we apply this
type of thinking to a hotel licensee, he has
no option. He has to stay open from 10 a.m.
to 10 p.m., and his patrons can demand a
service from him. I wonder whether we
should say to a store licensee, "You May
trade between 8.30 a-m. and 830 p-r.". or
whether we should say. "IDuring those 12
hours you can trade when you want to
trade." Should we say that a store licensee
should keep his premises open from 8.30
am. to 8.30 P.M.?

I must point out that one thing which
worries me is the practicability of apply-
ing this condition to many store icenses
held by chain stores; namely, stores which
close normally at 5.30 p.m. or 6 p.m.

We should bear in mind that the com-
mittee recommended that the substantial
Part of the business of a store license
should be food and that it should normally
trade between 8.30 am, and 6 p.m. I per-
sonally found it a little difficult to go
along with the food suggestion for reasons
which I need not pursue.

The fact now remains that store icen-
sees will be able to open, unconditionally,
between 8.30 am. and 8.30 p.m. It is
simply a question of whether we should
Insist upon their premises being open in
the same way as the holders of other
licenses, particularly hotel licenses, must
open their premises.

Amendment put and passed.
The postponed clause was further amen-

ded, on motions by The Hon. A. F. Griffith,
as follows:-

Page 96, line 30-Delete the word
"whch" and substitute the word

"whom".
Page 96, line 31-Delete the word

"relates" and substitute the word
"applies".

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: The nest
amendment relates to subelause (5). If the
amendment is passed it will have the effect
of restoring the provision which was ori-
ginally printed in the Bill when introduced
in another place. The only exception will
be that the word "behaviour" will be
substituted for the word "habits." A per-
son cannot have a habit at any fixed
time; he can behave in a certain manner
at any given time.

The next amendment would completely
restore paragraph (b) to the provision
originally drafted. Finally, with respect to
subolause (7) I propose to move to insert
words to make it clear that this cannot
apply to the holder of a store license.

A great deal of discussion took place
on this matter in another place. It per-
tains to the right of a licensee to refuse
to supply liquor to a person under certain
circumnstances, When the clause was intro-
duced in another place it read-

(5) A licensee to whomn this section
applies has reasonable cause to refuse
a person any service such as is men-
tioned in subsection (2) of this sec-
tion, if among other things, the
person-

(a) is unclean as to his habits or
person;

The effect of the amendment would be
to change the wording to, "is unclean as
to his behaviour or person:' The clause.
as originally drafted, continued-

(b) Is known to be quarrelsome,
disorderly or habitually to
obtain liquor by begging; or
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(c) is a person whose Presence on
the licensed Premises will occa-
sion the licensee to commit an
offence under this Act;

However, when the Bill came to this
Chamber, clause 122 (5) read-

(5) A licensee to whom this section
applies has reasonable cause to refuse
a person any service such as is men-
tioned in subsection (2) of this sec-
tion, if among other things, the
person-

(a) is, at the time of requesting the
service, unclean as to his habits
or person;

(b) is, at the time of requesting the
service, quarrelsome, or disor-
derly, or is seeking to obtain
liquor by begging;

(c) is a person whose presence on
the licensed premises will occa-
sion the licensee to commit an
offence under this Act;

I contend that a licensee should not
have to wait until a person is unclean in
his behaviour or until he is drunk, quar-
relsome, or disorderly before he refuses
to serve him. It is preposterous to think
that situation could prevail. In many cases
a licensee would know people who are
quarrelsome, argumentative, and disor-
derly. Surely the licensee should be entitled
to say, "I know your habits and what you
do when you are drunk. I do not propose
to serve you."

I do not think this is an unreasonable re-
quest and I hope the Committee will re-
instate the clause as it was originally
draftLed.

I should like to say in conclusion that
although the committee did not address
itself to any great extent upon this matter
it did point out that the law needed some
clarification. The position under the
Licensing Act at the present time is that
the licensee has some obligation in the
matter which I think he should not have.
He should be able to keep his premises free
from this sort of person. Accordingly, I
move an amendment-

Page 97, line 21-Delete the word
"habits" and substitute the word
"behaviour".

The Hon. V. J. FERRY: I am Pleased to
see this amendment, und the subsequent
amendment. I believe this is a very neces-
sary provision to allow for proper conduct
on licensed premises without running- the
risk of people who are known to be
troublesome getting out of hand and dis-
turbing the peace.

The Hon. 0. C. MacKINNON: There are
occasions in towns when doctors seek the
co-operation of the local publican from
the health point of view. For that reason,
I support this amendment.

Amendment put and Passed.

The Postponed clause was further
amended, on Motions by The Hon. A. F.
Griffith, as follows:-

Page 97, line 22-Delete the words
"at the time of requesting the service"
and substitute the words "or is known
to be".

Page 97, line 36--Insert after the
word "who" the passage ",not being
the holder of a store licence,".

Postponed clause, as amended, put and
passed.

Postponed clause 129: Offences on or re-
lating to licensed or specified premises-

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: I move an
amendment-

Page 105, line 8-Insert after the
word "obtains" the passage "1, or at-
tempts to obtain,".

The first amendment to this clause relates
to a person obtaining liquor in a reception
area when not intending to take a meal.
As the clause reads at present, such a per-
.son would not commit an offence if he
merely attempted to obtain liquor,

Amendment put and passed.
The Hon. A. IF. GP.FFTH: I move an

amendment-
Page 105, line 19-Insert after the

word "other" the word "than".
This amendment corrects a printer's error,

Amendment put and passed.
Postponed clause, as amended, put and

passed.

Postponed clause 138: Hawking liquor-
The Hon. A. F. GRIFFTH: I move an

amendment-
Page 111, line 14-Insert after the

word "it" the passage ", unless the
vessel, bottle, case or package in
which the liquor is contained is
labelled, on the outside, with the
name and address, in writing, of
the vendor, of the purchaser and of
any other person to whom the liquor
is to be delivered tr those particulars
and a description of, and the quan-
tity of. the liquor is set out in an in-
voice or other document in the pos-
session of the carrier and the invoice
or other document is produced to a
member of the Police Force, on de-
mand".

I feel I must explain this amendment. It
will probably get rocky treatment when it
goes back to another place because a great
deal of discussion took place on this par-
ticular matter.

When the Illicit Sale of Liquor Act was
included in this consolidating measure, all
the relevant sections in that Act were in-
eluded in the legislation before us. Section
7 of the Act did not find favour in the
other place when it was included as clause
139. The clause was defeated.

3962



[Wednesday, 13 May. 1970.)

Discussion with the Police Department
has revealed that this particular section
is continually applied to prevent persons
from hawking liquor. If the other place
had been consistent in its thinking-and
this is nct said in any derogatory sense-
it should have deleted clause 138. which
makes it an offence to hawk liquor.

Whilst the other place gave this matter
short treatment, in the interests of police
detection it is necessary that this provision
from the illicit Sale of Liquor Act be re-
stored.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (The Hon.
F. D). Willmott): Before I put the question
I draw the Committee's attention to aL
spelling error which will be corrected by
the Clerks.

Amendment Put and passed.
Postponed clause, as amended, put and

passed.
Postponed clause 147: Power to exclude

or expel certain persons from licensed
premises-

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: I move an
amendment-

Page 115, line 28-Delete the pas-
sage "drunk," and substitute the
Passage "drunk or who is, or is known
to be,",

This amendment reinstates a provision
struck out in another place. The reinstate-
ment is consistent with an amendment
dealt with previously.

Amendment put and passed.
Postponed clause, as amended, put and

passed.
Postponed clause 160: Transitional pro-

visions as to licence fees--
The Hon. A. F. GRIFFTH: I move an

amendment-
Page 122, line 12-Delete the num-

erals "160" and substitute the numerals
"1159".

Amendment put and passed.
Postponed clause, as amended, put and

passed.
Postponed clause 168: Power of Treas-

urer to make payments for certain pur-
poses-

The Bon. A. F. GRIFFITH: I move an
amnendment-

Page 128, line 8-Delete the word
"inebriates" and substitute the word
"alcoholics".

There are two parts to this. This amend-
ment was required by some who assert that
an inebriate is a person who habitually
drinks to excess, while an alcoholic is a
person who is addicted to alcohol-that is,
who suffers from the disease of alcoholism.
The distinction may be a little fine but the
amendment is made to make it clear that
it is not the habitual drunkard who is to
be assisted but the person who is suffering
from the disease.

Amendment put and passed.
The Hion, A. P. GRIFFITH: I move an

amendment-
Page 128, line 17-Delete the word

"inebriates" and substitute the word
''alcoholics''.

Amendment put and passed.
Postponed clause, as amended1 put and

passed.
Postponed clause 176: Regulations-
The Han, 0. C. MacCINNON~: I move an

amendment-
Page 131, line 7-Insert after para-

graph (b) the following new paragraph
to stand as paragraph (c):

(c) prescribing any part or parts
of the State as an area to
which paragraph (a) of sub-
section (2) of section 24
applies.

This amendment is consequential upon the
amendment to clause 24. which was agreed
to.

Amendment put and passed.
Postponed clause, as amended, put and

passed,
New clause 176-
The Hon. 1. G. MEDCALF: I move-

Page 130-Insert after clause 175 the
following new clause to stand as clause
176-

176. (1) Upon the application of
the owner of premises that are or
have been licen-.ed premises under
this Act or any prior Act regulating
the sale of liquor, the Governor may.
by Order publisned in the Gazette,
declare those premises to be an his-
toric inn if he is satisfied that the
premises or any substantial part of
them, are or is of national, special,
historic or architectural interest,
and should be preserved for the
benefit of the public, generally; and
upon any such Order being made
and notwithstanding anything con-
tained in this Act, the Governor
may, subject to such conditions as
he sees fit to impose-

(a) sanction and authorise the
issue by the Court of a
license for the sale of liquor
at an historic inn that is
not already licensed under
this Act; or

(b) exempt an historic inn and
the owner and the licensee
of the inn from such pro-
visions of this Act as he may
determine.

(2) The Governor may. from
time to time, vary, add to or revoke
any conditions imposed, or exemp-
tions granted, ais provided by this
section, and may, in the absence of
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any such conditions or exemptions,
from time to time, impose or grant
them.

(3) Subject to any conditions im-
posed by the Governor and exemp-
tions granted by him (being condi-
tions or exemptions for the time
being in force), the provisions of this
Act relating to hotel licences, or
tavern licences, the holders of those
licences, licensed premises, and per-
sons resorting to them, shall as re-
gards any licence issued in respect
of an historic inn apply, to and in
respect of those persons or things,
with such adaptations as may be
necessary.

(4) The Governor may, before de-
claring any premises to be an his-
toric inn under this section, refer
the matter to the Court for inquiry
and report; and each preservation
society shall be notified in writing
by the clerk, of any such reference
and shall be entitled to be heard at
the inquiry.

(5) Where an application is made
pursuant to Division 4 of Part IV
or Division 1. of Part V of this Act,
in respect of an historic inn, the
clerk shall cause a copy of the appli-
cation to be given to each preserva-
tion society and each of them is en-
titled to be heard at the hearing of
any such application.

(6) Where the Court authorises
the making of any material altera-
tion of or addition to an historic
inn, or issues any direction for the
renovation or structural alteration
of an historic inn, by virtue of Divi-
sion I of Part V, the Court may re-
fer the matter to the Minister for
consideration as to whether the
Order declaring the premises to be
an historic inn should be revoked.

(7) The Governor may, if the
Minister so recommends, revoke an
Order declaring premises to be an
historic inn and those premises shall,
thereupon, cease to be regarded as
an historic inn under this section.

(8) In this section "Preservation
society" means The National Trust
of Australia (W.A.), the Royal West-
ern Australian Historical Society
(Incorporated), the Royal Austra-
lian Institute of Architects (Western
Australian Chapter), and any other
body specified by the Minister in a
notice published in the Gazette.

I am sorry that this very lengthy clause
has had to come before the Committee at
this stage of the evening but there was no
alternative. I shall be as brief as possible.

I explained earlier that the proposed
clause is entirely in accordance with the
recommendation of the committee of in-

quiry, which heard submissions from the
National Trust and, I understand, also re-
ceived a written submission from the Royal
Australian Institute of Architects (West-
ern Australian Chapter).

The amendment is exactly in accordance
with section 168 (3) of the New South
Wales Liquor Act, as recently amended,
and it is substantially similar to the South
Australian licensing Act of 1967. It is
identical with recommendation 25 of the
committee of inquiry and, in fact, it was
drawn up by the official draftsman who
drafted the remainder of the Bill. I
understand it was omitted purely by inad-
vertence as the result of the tremendous
pressure of work on the draftsman in order
to get the legislation completed in time for
Parliament to consider it. I would be
pleased to answer any inquiries members
may have.

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: I think it
is incumbent upon me to apologise for the
fact that this clause was not included in
the Bill. Mr. Sander, who cannot speak in
this Chamber, asked me to say that it was
inadvertently omitted owing purely to the
pressure of work. It has been drawn to
my attention that the word "or" should be
inserted between the words "renovation"
and "structural" in line 4 of subclause (6).

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (The Hon.
F., D. Willmott): That has been attended
to.

The Hon. R. F. CLAUGHTON: I have
studied the new clause very closely, and in
subclause (1) it says that upon the appli-
cation of the owner of premises, the Gov-
ernor may declare them to be a historic
inn. This is a very mild step to protect
historic buildings in our State. However,
it is a worthy addition to the Bill because
it does give some protection. We still have
a long way to go to protect all our other
historic buildings that do not come within
the scope of this measure.

The Hon. 1. G. MEDCALF: I appreciate
Mr. Claughton's view, and also the re-
marks of the Minister. I may say that the
National Trust asked for similar rights,
but for reasons which were outside the
scope of the committee of inquiry. The
committee came to the conclusion that it
was not empowered to agree.

New clause put and passed.
First to third schedules put and passed.
Fourth schedule-
The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: I move an

amendment--
Page 135, item 3, line 3-Delete the

expression "$5" and substitute the ex-
pression "$2".

Amendment put and passed.
Fourth schedule, as amended, put and

passed.
Title-
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The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: I know it is
unusual for me to speak to the title, but
I would like to thank you, Mr. Deputy
Chairman (The Hon. F. D. Willhnott), for
your chairmanship during the passage of
this Bill. Not only have you been patient
with me, but we have all been patient with
each other except far some odd occasions.
I think you have done a sterling job.
However the matter is not over yet, and
I feel sure you will be back in the Chair
on the same Bill not many hours from
now.

The Hon. W. F. WILLESEE: I would
like to endorse the remarks made by the
Minister. I think You have done a wonder-
ful job, Mr. Deputy Chairman (The Hon.
F. D. Willmott), under much strain. I do
not think it would be out of place to tell
the Minister of our zppreciatlon of the
work done by the draftsman who handled
this Bill.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (The Hon.
IF. D. Willmott): I thank the Minister and
Mr. Willesee for their remarks. I would
also like to thank the members of the
Committee for their co-operation and help.

Title put and passed.

RePort
Bill reported, with amendments, and the

report adopted.

Third Reading
THE HON. A. F. GRIFFITH (North

Metropolitan-Minister for Justice) [1.39
a.m.]: I move-

That the Bill be now read a third
time.

THE HON. 1. 0. MEDCALF (Metropoli-
tan) [1.40 a.m.l: I merely wish to draw
attention to a matter which I mentioned
earlier in the Committee stage; namely,
I tear the definition of "licensed premises"
that we have now adopted will exclude a
beer garden. The definition of licensed
premises which was in the Bill when it
came to us from another place included
the phrase. "the buildings and the carti-
lage." The curtilage means the courtyard
and the adjunct in the form of land.

We have now defined "licensed premises"
to mean buildings and the land on which
the buildings are erected. I regret to say
that my tentative conclusion is that we
have excluded the land which adjoins the
buildings and on which the beer garden
and other facilities are situated. I consider
that perhaps at this stage I should draw
the attention of the Minister to that ques-
tion so that he may raise it and have
It attended to, If possible, in another place.

THE HON. A. F. GRIFFITH (North
Metropolitan-Minister for Justice) [1.43
a.m.J: I will have the draftsman look at
the question raised by Mr. Medealf. I

moved the amendment which altered the
description of "licensed premises," because
the court was not satisfied that the word-
ing in the clause was sufficient, I think
it is too early in the morning for me to
say anything more except that I will check
the matter before the Bill is returned to
another place.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a third time and returned to

the Assembly with amendments.

IRON ORE (CLEVELAND-CLIFFS)
AGREEMENT ACT AMENDMENT BILL,

1970
Second Reading

THE HON. A. F. GRIFFITH (North
Metropolitan-Minister for Mines) [1.44
am.]: I move-

That the Bill be now read a second
time.

I desire to apologise to the House tot the
necessity for introducing this Bill at such
a late stage in the session, and, I add, at
such an early hour in the morning.

Because of the lateness of its introduc-
tion, the Bill is introduced by the Govern-
mnent with a certain reluctance, and then
only because It is believed that it this
action were not taken at this point, the
result could be that the Robe River pro-
ject, which has progressed successfully to
date, could be delayed until at least next
September. In view of the economnic situa-
tion, generally, it is feared that the pro-
ject might thus be placed In jeopardy.

As I proceed, it will become evident to
members that it is also not practicable to
issue a prospectus for the general public
at large, unless this particular hurdle is
cleared. Yet the Bill is, in fact, merely a
formality to overcome a situation which
is inescapable in all the circumstances.

The Bill itself ratifies an agreement be-
tween the State and Cliffs International
Incorporated. The agreement which ap-
pears as a schedule, is a duplicate of the
1969 variation agreement with two mninor
alterations. This re-enactment of the
1969 variation agreement is necessary-
and the main point of its Introduction
hinges on this-because approval under
provisions of the Banking (Foreign Ex-
change) Regulations were not obtained to
the 1969 variation agreement, prior to the
company executing it. This omission
rendered the agreement invalid.

The company's legal advisers were at the
time aware of the Banking (Foreign Ex-
change) Regulations, but believed that,
because Cleverland-Cliffs was entering into
an agreement with a State Government,
those regulations did not apply. Subse-
quently, it was found that the regulations
did apply and every effort has been made
to find ways and means of overcoming the
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problem without the necessity of entering
into a substitute agreement with ratifica-
tion.

There is no question of the foreign ex-
change approval being withheld and, as
already indicated, it is merely a formality
with which we are caught up: namely, that
the approval was given on a date subse-
quent to the date on which the Premier,
on behalf of the State, and the directors,
on behalf of the company, signed the
agreement that we ratified last time.

I would mention in this regard that
whether it is a company-to-company
agreement or a company-to-Government
agreement, it now tra-nspires that before
such an agreement is signed, its contents
must be approved by the Reserve Bank
under the foreign exchange regulations.

As no solution or alternative has been
found, the company must accept the fact
that it is not possible to issue the prospec-
tus for public subscription of capital and
enter into final agreement with financial
institutions and joint venturers until a sub-
stitution agreement is ratified.

Supporting the agreement, which is now
the subject of ratification, is an agreement
between Cliffs and the State, and this ex-
plains the background in the preamble with
the eff ective part of the agreement being
limited to an acknowledgment by the
parties that the 1969 variation agreemient
has no force and eff ect and has not been
binding on the parties.

It is not necessary for this ratification
agreement to be made Part of the Bill or of
its schedules, although it is referred to as
such. The Minister responsible for the
introduction of this legislation to Parlia-
ment considered it desirable, however, to
bring to Parliament a copy for tabling so
that members may see it if they so desire.
It is mainly preamble. There are very few
operative clauses because it merely de-
clares an agreement 'between two parties
null and void.

The Bill is short and straightforward.
Clause 2 repeals the 1969 agreement. while
clause 3 defines the variation agreement,
The date from which the variation agree-
ment shall have full force and eff ect is
set out in clause 4.

The new section 3A, wYhich is to be added,
as indicated in clause 4, reads-

The variation agreement is approved
on and from the thirty-first day of
December, nineteen hundred and
seventy, or on and from the sixtieth
day after the commencement date re-
ferred to in subelause (3) of clause 7
of the agreement whichever day is the
earlier.

Members mar find the date reference a
little confusing so I would mention that it
Is expected that the commencement date

will be fixed within the next few weeks
and therefore the 60 days from that point
Will, in practice, be the operative date.

Nevertheless, it was felt desirable by
draftsmen representing, both parties to the
agreement to fix a date beyond that, in
case there was an unforeseeable holdup in
the fixing of the "commencement date."
I would like to add that the company's
proposals are before the Government in
draft form and almost all the work con-
cerned with the approval of the proposals
has been done. When this is completed,
the commencement date can be fixed.

The practical significance of this clause
is to separate the provisions under the
original agreement in respect of certain of
the loases from any additional rights that
might be obtained under the variation
agreement when it conies into force.

Clause 5 is to ensure that the Dampier
Mining Company which is co-operating
with Cliffs, by making ore available, is not
prejudiced in any way by this Act.

The variation agreement follows the
1969 version up to page 8, amendment 4
(3) (d). New subelause (d) permits the
State to issue leases either under the Min-
ing Act or under the Land Act, even
though a survey of the subject land has
not been completed. There are practical
reasons for this which I shall explain.

Last year's variation agreement provided
that a mining lease could, at the discre-
tion of the Government, be issued without
a survey, but through an oversight, it was
omitted to provide the same facility in re-
spect of leases issued under the Land Act.

Members will appreciate that the reason
for this is important to the company be-
cause a survey of a. large tract of land is
quite a time-consuming undertaking.
Were the company forced to wait until
ground surveys had been completed before
a lease could be granted, progress on the
project would be delayed. I think it will
he agreed that it is desirable to obviate
anything that would defer commencement
any longer than is absolutely necessary.

While the provisions contained in the
new subclause will permit leases to be
issued Immediately, it is a fact that the
boundaries of such leases will remain to be
confirmed by survey in due course. There
are safeguards to cover errors if they are
made. This practice has been followed
in all agreements to overcome an imprac-
ticable situation, because if we were to
enforce the original agreements before
they were amended, it could be two or
three years before any of the companies
drove their first splike. It is therefore con-
sidered that it is a practical way around
the problem and one which provides appro-
priate safeguards.

Clause (e) Is a repeat of clause (d) in
the 1969 agreement with the addition of
the words, and I quote. "and section 143
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of the Land Act" in line 5. This clause,
in its original form was designed to obviate
the necessity for multple consents to the
registration of charges and specifically re-
ferred to the Mining Act and the Transfer
of Land Act. Members, who have had any
experience under the mining law, will re-
call that it was necessary to obtain con-
sents under different Acts to the same
charge and this was found to be a great
impediment when negotiating for large
sums of international finance, especially
when banking consortiumns were involved.
Parliament previously agreed to the prin-
ciple of one certificate of consent. How-
ever, at the time, it was only the Mining
Act and the Transfer of Land Act which
were specified. Subsequently, it was
pointed out that the Land Act is also in-
volved.

The Principal agreement provides that
the company must obtain the approval of
the Government to any registration of
charges, which ensures sufficient protection
of the State's interests. By way of ex-
planation, I would mention that the com-
pany must get the approval of the
Government before it can register a charge.
This is unlike an ordinary company, which
can Just register its charge. For good
reason, we have provided in all the agree-
ments that the company cannot register a
charge over its assets without the prior
approval of the Government of the day.

The subclause, as now amended, sets out
the Position thought to exist, which was
that only one overall consent to the
registration of charges would be necessary.
Without the new provision, financing of
the deal is impracticable.

Members should be informed that the
financial negotiations-which have been
extremely difficult for this Project-are at
an advanced stage. It is hoped to issue a
Public prospectus for general subscription
by the Public, as distinct from the institu-
tional part of the finance, within the next
few weeks. As initially Pointed out, it can-
not be issued unless wve get the revocation
of one agreement and the reinstatement
of the new agreement.

From the Government's point of view
and from the Point of view of regional
development, we believe, for two reasons,
this Project is one of the most important
of the projects we have had. Firstly, it
processes right from the start the limonitic
ore into pellets for export on a large scale;
and, secondly, it taps a source of ore
which otherwise might remain untouched
for very many Years to come.

I commend the Bill to the house and
table the photostat copy of the agreement
of revocation to which I have referred.

A copy of the agreement was tabled.
Debate adjourned, on motion by The

Hon. W. F. Willesee (Leader of the Opposi-
tion).

QUESTIONS (5): ON NOTICE
1. This question was postponed.

2. EDUCATION
Cost of Extra Tuition to High School

Students
The Hon. J. DOLAN, to the Minister
for Mines:
(1) Are students from Government

High Schools, with the permission
of the Principal, allowed to enrol
at a Technical School for extra
tuition. e.g., to study a subject not
taught at the school or one not
able to be fitted into the school
timetable and curriculum?

(2) Are these students charged any
fees on enrolment?

(3) Do students from Independent
Schools pay $6 per subject for the
same privilege as is granted to
Government School students re-
ferred to in (1) ?

The Hon. A. P. GRIFFITH replied:
(1) It is Education Department policy

to satisfy student requirements in
one Division of the Department.
In exceptional cases where a sub-
ject cannot be timetabled for an
individual student permission may
be granted by the Director of
Secondary Education.

(2) No.
(3) Where an independent school re-

quests the Technical Division to
establish a special class normal
fees are charged.

3. HISTORIC TOWNSITE
Protection of Ruins

The Hon. I. G. MEDCALP, to the
Minister for Mines:
(1) Is the Minister aware of the threat

which exists to the abandoned
settlement known as "Old Ons-
low"?

(2) Does the Minister appreciate that
this is an historic townsite aban-
doned in the twenties when Onslow
was moved to its present site, and
that it contains an old stone gaol
with small cells and irons cemented
into the floor where the prisoners
were chained, an old well and an
old cemetery?

(3) Does the Minister know that this
area is included in a lease to a
local company prospecting for
mineral sands, and that the com-
pany Proposes to bulldoze the area
within the next week or two in
connection with its prospecting
operations?

(4) In this emergency, will the Gov-
ernment take immediate steps to
ensure that the Prospecting com-
pany gives an undertaking that it
will not damage any portion of the
old townsite?



3968 COONCIL.3

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH replied:
(1) No.
(2)

(3)

Yes.
No. It is within the external
boundaries of Temporary Reserve
4499H but the old Townsite Re-
serve is excluded from the Tem-
porary Reserve.

(4) Answered by (3).

4. WATER SUPPLIES
Commonwealth Assistance

The Hon. V. J. FERRY, to the Minis-
ter for Mines:
(1) Has the State Government made

recent submissions to the Com-
monwealth Government for finan-
cial assistance for water supply
projects under the National Water
Resources Development Program-
me?

(2) If so, do the submissions include
proposals for-
(a) construction of supplementary

Irrigation supplies in the
Manj imup-Pemnberton area;
and

(b) a supplementary dam for irri-
gation purposes in the Preston
Valley?

(3) Is the Minister in a position to out-
line the proposals In each submis-
sion?

(4) If so, what are the details?
The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) (a) and (b) Yes, Proposals have

been broadly outlined.
(3) and (4) Surveys and investiga-

tions are not yet complete but
dams on Lefroy Brook and Thom-
son's Brook are envisaged for the
Manjimup-Pemberton area and
Preston Valley respectively.
A Copy of the submission to the
Commonwealth can be made
available for inspection by the
honourable member.

HOUSING
Conditions at Davis Park

The Hon. R. THOMPSON, to the Min-
ister for Mines:

In view of the unsatisfactory reply
to my question on Tuesday, the
12th May, 1970, relating to hous-
ing at Davis Park, will the Minis-
ter advise-
(1) Is the Minister aware of the

overcrowded conditions under
which some tenants, of the
State Housing Commission,
live in flats at Davis Park,
Fremantle?

(2) Why has the State Housing
Commission condoned this
overcrowding?

(3) How many fiats are occupied
by more than 2 adults and 3
children?

(4) When will tenants living un-
der these conditions be trans-
ferred to alternative accom-
modation?

(5) Will he advise the maximum
number of-
(a) adults (parents) and

children under IA years;
and

(b) adults (parents) and
children over 14 years-

of mixed sexes who should be
allowed to occupy these flats?

(6) Is it considered that the front
verandahs of these fiats, which
offer no privacy, are suitable
for permanent bedroom ac-
commodation?

(7) Does the overcrowding referr-
ed to above constitute a health
hazard?

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH replied:
I do not have any knowledge of
this question being asked, and I do
not know how it came to be on the
notice paper.

The PRESIDENT: It was placed on
the notice paper under a new
Standing Order.

The Hon. A. P. GRIFT : it is cer-
tainly a new Standing Order; one
of which I have never heard. The
answer is as follows-
(1) and (2) As previously stated,

the Commission is generally
aware of conditions existing at
Davis Park, which was up-
graded in 1957-1958 to become
permanent accommodation
conforming with building and
health by-laws. Thus, appli-
cants given tenancies in this
estate were regarded as hav-
ing their application for Com-
mission housing satisfied.

(3) and (5) No detailed survey
has been made to enable a
precise answer to be given to
these questions. The com-
mission does not intend to
undertake any survey as no
substantiated complaints have
been) received from either
tenants or responsible sta-
tutory Authorities.

(4) Davis Park tenants have the
same rights as those in other
estates of applying for trans-
fer after two years satisfactory
tenancy and, on approval, are

5.
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listed for alternative accom-
modation upon turn being
reached on the ordinary list
of outstanding applicants.
A previous reply was not in-
tended to imply that only one
application for transfer was
held. The answer related to
applications lodged since this
area was regrettably referred
to as a slum.
Prior to this time, of the 148
tenancies, 19 had applied for
transfer. Four applicants had
five children, two had four
children, and the remainder
less than four.

(6) and (7) See answer to (1)
and (2).

The PRESIDENT: I would point out
that this was done under Stand-
ing Order 155.

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: Standing
Order 155 says that supplementary
questions may be asked up to one
hour after the House has met.
This question must have been put
on the notice paper af ter the
House adjourned. If I might say
so, Mr. President, we seem to be
getting a little careless with re-
spect to our Standing Orders.

ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE:
SPECIAL

THE HON. A. F. GRIFFITH (North
Metropolitan-Minister for Mines) [1.58
am.]: I move-

That the House at its rising adjourn
until 4.30 p.m. today (Thursday).

Question put and passed.
House adjourned at 1.59 am. (Thursday).

i[ciidatvt Asstutb1g
Wednesday, the 13th May, 1970

The SPEAKER (Mr. Guthrie) took the
Chair at 4.30 p.m., and read prayers.

CLERK OF THE ASSEMBLY
Retirement: Statement by Speaker

THE SPEAKER: I wish to announce
that the Clerk of the Assembly (Mr. L.
P. Hawley) will retire on the 30th June,
this year: and I am pleased to advise mem-
bers that Executive Council has approved
of the appointment of Mr. J. C. Bartlett
as Clerk of the Assembly, effective as from
the 1st July next. I take it that before
we adjourn the Premier will give us an
opportunity to say something appropriate
about this occasion.

1.

2.

QUESTIONS (32): ON NOTICE

POLICE
"On Call" Pay

Mr. GRAHAM, to the Minister for
Police:

In connection with "on call" or
"stand-by duty call" pay-
(a) When was a decision made by

the Industrial Appeal Court
that certain police were en-
titled to such pay?

(b) Approximately how many
police are likely to be entitled
to the payments?

(c) From what date will such pay-
ments accrue?

(d) Have any payments yet been
made?

(e) What are the reasons for the
delay in making payment?

(f) When is it anticipated that
members of the police will be
paid up to date?

(g) What is approximate total
amount due to the police?

(h) What is the estimated annual
commitment for payments?

Mr. CRAIG replied:
(a) The 26th September, 1969.
(b) Claims have been received

from 32 police officers.
(c) Not known: claims are being

examined.
(d) No.
(e) Consideration of appeal

against court decision.
(f) Claims must first be substan-

tiated and then approved.
(g) Subject to answer (f.
(h) Nil.

POLICE
"Holiday Magic": Pyramid Buying

Mr. GRAHAM, to the Minister for
Police:
(1) Has he any knowledge of the

activities in this State of a firm
trading under the name of "Holi-
day Magic" which is promoting
"pyramid buying" in respect of the
sale of cosmetics, this being a
technique along lines similar to
chain letters?

(2) Is he aware that activities of this
nature have been legislated against
in Canada and the United States
of America and that prosecutions
have taken place in those coun-
tries?

(3) Is he aware that a number of
persons in this State have already
become involved in the scheme?


