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Members are aware that the capital of the
bank is only nominally this amount, be.
cause the money is not re-used as in the
ordinary banking business. When it
comes in it is not lent out again. The two
and a half million pounds is the full ex-
tent of all loans, ineluding those repaid.

Hon. W. Kingsmili: What are the re-
payments?

The COLONIAL SECRETARY: I
have not the particulars with me, but they
show a considerable increase as compared
with last year, owing to the fact that the
ordinary banking institutions are taking
up agriculture more than formerly, and a
great number of loans have been repaid
and taken up by the private banks.
Clanse 3 of the Bill is a further amend-
ment, amending Section 28 of the prio-
cipal Aect, as amended Section 4 of the
Act of 1909, It was provided in the sec-
tion referred to, that advances of £100
conld be made ont of the total amount
approved by the bank for the puvchase
of machinery. The restriction of £100 is
now struck oni, and advances may be
made on machinery at the diseretion of
the trustees. That is to say, a proportion
of the £500 greater than the £100 may he
so0 granted.

Qnestion put and passed.

Bill read a second time.

In Commitlee.
Bill passed through Committee withoui
debate, reported without amendment, and
the Teport adopted.

BILL—GENERAL LOAN AND
INSCRIBED STOCK.
In Commitiee,
Bill passed throngh Committee without
debate, reported withont amendment, and
the report adopted.

ADJOURNMENT—STATE OF
BUSINESS.

The COLONIAL SECRETARY (Hon.
J. D. Connolly): I beg to move—

That the House at its rising adjourn
tilt Tuesday, 8th November,
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Hon. W. Kingsmill: Are you not going
to make it a fortnight?

The COLONIAL SECRETARY: No;.
we will have the Licensing Bil! down be-
fore then.

Question passed.

House adjourned ot 1.55 p.m.

Legislative Hssembly,
Tuesday, lst November, 1910,
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The SPEAKER took the Chair at 4.30
p.m., and read prayers.

PAPERS PRESENTED.

By the Premier: By-laws made by the
municipalities of Perth, Norseman, and
Boulder.

By the Minister for Lands: 1, Papers
{ordered on notice by Mr. Johnson)
relating to applications for lands at
Morawa, 2, Papers relating to the allo-
cation of lands on the Stirling Estate to
G. A. Dunkley (ordered on notice by Mr.
Price).

QUESTION—MARINE ASSESSORS’
QUALIFICATIONS.

Mr. PRICE asked the Premier: 1,
Are Captains Foxworthy and McCono-
chie, Assessors, Marine Court of Inquiry,
the holders of Board of Trade certifi-
cates as master mariners? 2, If so, what
date were such certificates issned? 3, What
was the last date they had command of a
ship? 4. What was the class and tonnage
of such ships? 5. Have they ever com-
manded a steamship? 6. What speeial
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knowledge, if any, have they of the
North-West coast—Derby in particular?
7, Who appointed them as assessors, and
when ¢

The PREMIER replied: 1, Yes. 2,
Captain Foxworthy’s certificate was issned
in July, 1880; Captain MeConochie’s was
issued in Aungust, 1883. 3, Captain Fox-
worthy, 1896; Captain MeConochie, 1895.
4, Captain Foxworthy, pearling schooner.
80 tons (previously for years foreign
trading); Captain MeConochie, full-
rigged ship, 1,200 tons. 5, Captain Fox-
worthy, no; but on several oceasions acted
as pilot on steamers on the north-west
coast. Captain MeConochie, yes. 6,
Captain Foxworthy was wate and master
of barques and schooners trading on the
north-west coast, and master and owner
of a pearling schooner for years between
Exwmouth Gulf and Montelevit Islands,
novth of King Sound. Captain MeCono-
chie, none; but a wide experience of the
nortk and north-east tidal coast of Aus-
tralia, including Part Darwin, 7, His
Excellency the Governor-in-Council in
1905,

QUESTION — TUNCHARTED ROCK,
“PERICLES” WRECK.

Mr. MURPHY asked the Premier: Has
any further search been made for the
rock on which the “Pericles” struck?

The PREMIER replied: No; but in
response to the representations of the
Government, an intimation was recently
received from His Excellency the Gov-
ernor to the effect that instrnetions have
been sent to H.M.8. “Fantome,” now sur-
veying off the north-west coast of Aus-
tralia, to make an examination of the
locality in question, at the close of the
current surveying season. The “Fan-
tome” will probably leave the surveving
ground for Cape Leeowin about the
middle of Noverber,

QUESTION — RAILWAY
EXAMIXERS.
Mr. GILL (for Mr. Bolton) asked the
Minister for Railways: 1, How many
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examiners are there in the service in each
grade of 8s.. 8s. Gd, 9s., and 9s. 6d. per
day, and the number granted inereases
from 8s. 6d. to 9s. during the past 12
months, exeluding leading examiners in
each ease? 2, What is the length of ser-
vice of those granted such inereases, if
any? 3, What is the length of service
of the four longest-serviced examiners in
the 8s. 6d. grade?

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS
replied: 1, Rate of pay: 8s., 8s. 6d., 9s,,
9s. 6d. No. of examiners: 8, 51, 6, 2.
Thirty from 8s. to 8s. 6d.; four from Ss.
6d. to 0s. 2, From 8s. 6d. to 9s, per day.
One with 13 years 2 months; one with 12
years 10 months; one with 12 years 9
months; one with 10 years 8 months, 3§,
One with 22 years 10 months; one with
21 years 4 months; one with 21 years 2
months; one with 20 years 5 months.
Three of these are nearly 60 years of age,
and the fourth occasionally works as a
steam erane driver, for which work he
receives 9s. per day.

QUESTION—-DIRECTOR OF AGRI-
CULTURE, RETIREMENT.

Mr. FOULKES asked the Minister for
Lands: 1, For what length of term was
Professor Lowrie engaged as Director of
Agriculture, and when did sueh engage-
ment commence? 2, What was the amount
of annmal salary to be paid him during
such term? 3, What are the reasons that
prompted the Minister for Lands to cease
retaining the services of Professor Low-
re? 4, Is it not a fact that the South
Australian Governmeni have appointed
Professor Lowrie as Direetor of Agricul-
ture, or some similar position, ih the
State of South Australia at an ananal
salary of £1,2509 5, Does not the Mini-
ster for Lands think it advisable to pay
a larger salary than £1,000 a vear to Pro-
fessor Lowrie in order to retain his ser-
vices for the agriculturists of this State?
6, Ts it not a faet that Professor Lowrie
has not been satisfied for some time past
with the manner he has been treated by
the Minister with rerard to the duties
allotted to him by the Minister?
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The MINISTER FOR LANDS re-
plied: 1, Five years. January 4, 1909.
2, £1,000. 3, Professor Lowrie was al-
lowed to sever his connection with the
department at his earnest request, He
pointed out that life in South Anustralia
wonld be more congenial to him. Many
of the best stock-breeders there—men of
wide renown—are his personal friends,
and he naturally preferred to work with
them. 4, Yes. 5, Yes. [ offered to re-
commend Cabinet to increase his salary
to £1,230. 6. No. he has had a free hand.

DEMISE OF KING EDWARD VIIL.:
ACCESSION OF KING GEORGE V.
Despatches in Reply.

Mr., SPEAKER: I have reeeived a
memorandum from His Excellency the
Governor transmitting copies of the fol-
lowing despatehes, which he has received
from the Right Honourable the Seere-
tary of State for the Colonies for commu-
nication to the members of the Legis-
lative Assembly of Western Australia:—

Downing Street, 30th September, 1910.

Sir,—I have the honour to acknow-
ledge the receipi of your despateh No.
66 of the 29th August, and to request
that you will convey to the members
of the Legislative Assembly the thanks
of His Majesty the King for their mes-
sage of sympathy with him in the death
of King Edward VII.

I have the honour to be, sir, your
most obedient hnmble servant (signed)
Crewe.

Governor,
KE.CM.G., ete.

Sir Gerald Strickland,

Downing Street, 30th September, 1910.

Sir,—I have the honour to acknow-
ledge the receipt of your despateh No.
67 of the 29th of Aungust transmitting
ar address te His Majesty the King
from the Legisiative Assembly of the
Parliament of the State of Western
Australia,

I bave laid the address before His
Majesty who has been pleased to re-
ceive it graciously and to command that
his thanks should he returned to the
Legislative Assembly for their congra-
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tulations on Llis suceession to the
Throne and for theiv assurances of foy-
alty and devotion,

I have the honour to be, sir, your
most obedient humble servant (signed)
Crewe.

Governor, Sir
K.C.M.G., ete.

Gerald Strickland,

BILL—LICENSING.
To Recommit.
Ovder of the Day for consideralion of
(ommittee’s report, read.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL moved—

That the Bill be recommitted for the
purpose of considering amendments ot
the Notice Paper.

Mr. FOULKES moved an amend-
ment——
That the words and figures “and
Clauses 77, 78, and 110”7 be added.

As the Notice Paper on which the amend-
ments to be proposed by the Attorney Gen-
eral had just been distvibuted there was no
opportunity Tor seeing whether the amend-
ments le {Mr. FFoulkes) proposed were
ineluded. His desire was to move amend-
ments to the clanses indieated. Was he
i order in explaining at this stage the
nature of his amendments or in giving
reéasons for them?

Mr, SPEAKER: If the amendments
were seconded it would be puat, “that the
words be added to the Attorney General’s
motion,” but at this stage the hon. mem-
ber could not debate it.

Mr. SCADDAN seconded the amend-
ment,

Mr. FOULKES: It was neecessary, so
that the House might understand the ob-
jeet he had in moving the amendment,
that he should give reasons why he de-
sired to bhave certain clauses recommitted.

Mr. SPEAKER : The hon. member was
at liberty to move the amendment to the
effect that certain words be added, but
lte eonld not give his reasons now.

Mr. FOULKES: At what stage could
those reasons be given? He did not de-
sirc fo be shul out of the debate and
would like to let members know why the
amendments should be passed.
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Mr. SPEAKER : The hon. member
would be at liberty when in Committee to
give those explanations, but all he ecould
do now was to move the amendment,

Mr. FOULEKES: If a gdivision took
place as to whether the points should
be referred to the Committee, the amend-
ment might be defeated without there
heing any opportunity to explain why
certain clauses shonld be recommitted.
The House should decide whether the sug-
gested amendments should be referred to
the Committee. In the first place, as to
the propused amendment of Clanse 77—

The Minister for Works: Clause 77 is
proposed to be reeommitted by the motion
of the Attorney General.

Mr. FOULKES: The amendments of
the Attorney General would in ail prob-
ability not embrace those now desired to be
submitted. His amendment to Claunse 77,
briefly, was to strike ont “1920"’ and insert
“1916.”

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: The
only amendment the hon. member really
was desirous of moving was that Clause
110 should also be recommitted. That
was the only point to be discussed at this
stage as Clanses 77 and 78 would be ve-
committed if the motion of the Attorney
QGeneral were carried. In such case any
other amendments to these clauses counld
be disenssed in Committee; therefore at
present the whole question was whether
Clause 110 should be added to those de-
sired to be recommitied.

Mr. FOULKES: The only reference
on the Notice Paper to the recommittal
of Clause 78 was “that Subclause (4a)
he strnck out.” There was no reference
to Clause 110. The Attorney General de-
sired to amend a certain clanse already
dealt with by the Committee,

Mr. Scaddan: Several of them, and to
reverse the decision of the Committee,

The Attorney General: No.

Mr. FOULEES: The Attorney Gen-
eral desired to make certain amendments
which were not agreed to by the Com-
mittee last week. Therefore, if the Mini-
ster was at liberty to adopt such a course
as that, surely he had the same right.

Mr. SPEAKER : The member for
(laremont could only move that certain
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words be added to the motion. He could
not debate the various clauses. If the
hon. member sat down the question would
he pat.

Mr. FOULKRES: The position taken
up by the Speaker was not quite clear.

My. SPEAKER: The member had
moved to add certain words to the original
motion and that question would be put
te the House,

Mr. FOULKES: The idea was, not
that certain new clauses should be moved,
but that there shounld be alterations made
to certain clauses, This was adopting the
same course as that taken by the Attorney
(leneral.

Mr. HOLMAN: Wag a wember in
order in speaking to the motion and con-
cluding bis remarks by moving an amend-
ment ?

Mr. SPEAKER: Yes.

Mr. HOLMAN: 'Then could not the
member for Claremont adopt that course?

Mr. SPEAKER : The member for
(Claremont was at liberty to give notice
in the manner he had, but he would not bhe
in order in discussing the items, as that
would be anticipating a diseunssion fo
come up subsequently in Committee.

Mr. HOLMAN : The hon. member
could not discuss the details, but he conld
give reasons why his amendment should
be passed.

My. SPEAKER : The member for
Claremont had desired to enfer in detail
into the clause he wanted to be recom-
mitted.  That would be anticipating a
discussion in Commitiee,

Mr. FOULKES: All that was desired
was to explain the general character of
the amendments. The first amendment he-
desired to make was to strike ont “1920,”
the reason being to lessen the time where-
in loecal option eould eome into force. By
the clause carried last week it was de-
cided that local option should not take
effect until 1920, but he wished to make
it take effect from 1916.

Mr. Angwin: That is the same amend-
ment vou moved previously.

Mr. FOULKES: The next amendment
was for the purpose of eliminating the
necessitv of having a three-fifths major-
ity on the quesiton of abolishing licensed
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houses and to provide that a bare major-
ity would suffice. The third amendment
was to strike out “11.30° and substitute
“11” in liew, in order to provide that pub-
lic houses should close at 11 o’clock in-
stead of 11.30.

‘The ATITORNEY GENERAL: Mem-
bers wounld agree that it was desirable
to reach finality with regard to the Bill.
The amendments the member for Clare-
mont wished to obtain leave to introduce
were those upon which the Committee had
already given a speeific decision. The
member desired that the questions should
be re-discussed and re-voted upon. Surely
that was oui of order, and if every mem-
ber who had been defeated in regard to
some proposals he wished to introduce in
the Bill in Committee, could bring those
amendments up again, all chance of final-
ity was gone and the Government might
just as well withdraw the measuore.

Mr. Johnson: Why do vou not with-
draw it then.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The

"motion was to consider certain specifie
amendments, and only those which in no
sense reversed a decision of the Commit-
tee in opposition fo the desires of the
Government. The Government had loy-
ally ahided in every case by the decision
of the Committee, One of the clanses
desired to be amended was Clause 143,
upon which there was a long discussion
in Committee as to whether a econstable
shonld be allowed to enter a licensed house
without obtaining the leave of a superior
officer, On further consideration, and
after consultation with the Commissioner
of Police, he had decided to move a clanse
which would earry out the ideas of those
members who thought ihat a constable
should not have to ohtain that permis-
sion. The only other point in which he
desired to reverse a decision of the Com-
mittee, or rather not to reverse the deei-
sion of the Committee bnt to make an
additional provise, was as to oceasional
and temporary licenses. The member for
Claremont suggested that when oceasional
licenses were under discussion, provision
should be made for giving some notice
of the ntention to apply for them. On
recornmital an amendment would he moved
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dealing with oeccasional and temporary
licenses, and it would provide that in all
cases at least 48 hours’ notice should be
given to the police of the intention to
apply for such licenses. Then if the
police had some ground for objecting to
them they would be able to appear and
oppose them.

Mr. Angwin What about Clanse 28%

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: With
regard to hotel licenses, the Government
were providing that no hotel license
should be issued exeepting with regard
to hotel licenses in existence at the be-
ginning of the Aet. There was, at the
present time, one hotel license in foree,
and it had to be decided whether that
hotel license should be kept in force, or
whether there should be substituted for
it a general publican’s license, The Gov-
ernment had come to the conelusion that
a general publican’s license shonld not be
substituted, but that the hotel license
should be permitted to continue, and ai
the same time that the Government shouid
prevent further hotel licenses from being
issued. That was absolutely respecting
the decision of the Commitiee. The Com-
mittee never intended that that particular
hotel license should be abolished, and that
some other form of license should be sub-
stifuted, or that compensation should be
paid. It would be a more convenient
course (o allow that particnlar license to
continue, and not issme any more of a
similar character. In every other respect
the amendments to be considered on re-
committal were either consequential, or
were amendments on new clauses; neces-
sitated by the decision of the Committee
to make the licensing bench a partially
elective bench, There were also a num-
her of new clauses providing for machi-
nery connected with elections and so on.
On recommittal, for the purpose of con-
sidering those clauses, it was intended
simply to carry out the wishes of the
Committee, \With this explanation it was
to be hoped that members wonld not con-
sider it advisable to reopen other ques-
tions. such as notice, three-fifths
majority, and hours of closing. On these
pointe decisions had already heen arrived
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at, and if they were to be reopened it
would only mean much expenditure of
time,

Mr. Price: Would your rvemarks re-
garding hotel licenses apply to wine and
beer Hcenses?

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: No;
those have heen abolished.

Mr. ANGWIN: If it was the intention
of the Minister to carry out what he sug-
gested regardimg hotel licenses, it would
also be necessary to recommit Clause 75,
dealing with loeal eption. The Minister
had pointed out that it had to be decided
whether a general punblican’s license
should be snbstituted for the hotel license.
There was no power, however, to do any-
thing of the kind; one could not be
granted without the consent of the elee-
tors in the distriet. The Minister was
going to give the holder of an hotel
license his license in perpetuity. That
was not done in other cases, exeepting
clubs. Wihen members voted on the ques-
tion of the hotel licenses they all knew
whal thev were voting on. The Minister
had stated that there were only two in the
State.

The Attorney General : There is onlr
one now,

Mr. ANGWIN: The argament then be-
came greater to abolish that one. Tt was
shown by the fact thai the hotel license
was not required. If hotel lHeenses were
.required there should be more than one.
It was to be regretted that the Minister
wanted to recommit this clause, because a
definite decision had been previously ar-
rived at, and the Government should have
abided by the decision.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: By
way of explanation it should he stated
that there was one of two things that the
Government were obliged to do. They
were obliged either to allow this particu-
lar license Lo continue, subject to the local
option poll which affected all general
publicans’ licenses, or there should be
substituted for that particular license a
general publican’s license. It would be
most inequitable to wipe out that license
by Act of Parliament and give no com-
pensation,

1257

M. Price: You are doing it in eonnee-
tion with the wine and heer licenses.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: There
was a distinetion between hotel licenses
and wine and beer licenses, The hoiders
of wine and beer licenses did not ereect
extensive premises, nor did they provide
accommodation for the publie.

My, Secaddan: I desire to know whether
we are diseussing the motion or the
amendment,

Mr. SPEAKIER: The Attorney Gene-
ral is making an explanation.

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

Ayes 22
Noes 20
Majority for 2
Avezs,
Mr. Bath Mr. Murphy
Mr. Colller i Mr. O’Loghlen
Mr. Foulkes Mr. W. Price
Mr. Gitl Mr, Scaddan
Mr. Gourley Mr, Swan
Mr. Heitmann Mr. Tayior
Mr. Hoiman Mr. Walker
Mr. Hudson Mr. Ware
Mr. Jacoby Mr. A. A. Wilson
Mr. Johneon Mr. Underwood
Mr. Keenan (Teller).
Mr. McDowall
Noe#s

Mr. Brown Mr. Male
Mr. Buicher Mr. Mitchell
Mr, Carson Mr. Monger
Mr. Cowcher Mr. 8. F. Mgore
Mr. Daglish Mr. Naasos
Mr. Davles Mr, QOsbern
Mr. Draper Mr. Plesse
Mr, Gordon Mr. F. Wilson
Mr, Gregury Mr. Layman
Mr. Hardwick (Teller).
Mr. Harper

Amendment thus passed.
Question, as amended, agreed to,

Recommittal.
Mr. Taylor in the Chair; the Attorney
General in cbarge of the Bill
Clause S—Licensing Courts:
The ATTORNEY GENERAL moved
an amendment—

That Subclauses (2) and (3) be
strick out, and the following inserted
tn lieu:—“(2) Every licensing court
shall be constifuted of three persoms,
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one of whom maust be a resident or
police muagistrate, and shall be ap-
poinfed and may be removed by the
Gucernor, and the other two shall be
elected in manner hereinafter pro-
vided. (3) ILvery person appointed
by the Governor hereunder—(a) may
be appointed a member of two or more
licensing courts; and (b) shall be
the chairman of every court to which
he is appointed. (f) The elective
members of every licensing court shall
be elected Ly the persoms whose names
appear on the roll for the time being
of electors entitled to vale in the dis-
trict for a member of the Legislative
Assembly. Provided that where an
electoral district is divided into two or
more licemsing districts, those persoms
only whose names appear on such voll
as being resident within that part of
the electoral district which constitules
the licensing district shall be entitled
to vote at the election. (5) No person
who is not a duly registered elector en-
titled to vote at elections for the Legis-
lative dssembly and living in a licen-
sing district shall be gqualified to be
elected @ member of the licensing court
for such district.”

These were merely re-drafling amend-
ments carrying ont the wishes of the Com-
mittee in respect to the eleelive or parti-
ally elective licensing court. The Sub-
clanse {3) to be struek ount would not
be found in the printed Bill, becaunse it
was a subelanse whieh had been added
when the Bill was going through Commit-
tee. This Subelause (3} was taken as
conveying the wishes of the Committes,
and these amendments he was now moving
had been drafted on that Subelause (3).
‘There was no new proposal involved.

Mr. KEENAN: Would the Attorney
General informs the Committee whether
an elector would have the right to vote
for both persons to be elected to the
licensing bench, or for one only?

The Attorney General: He votes for
the two.

Mr. KEENAN: It was not clear in the
clause as drafted. Personally ke was in
favour of some system of proportional
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voting, so that the vote might not be cap-
tured by one party or the other.

Mr, Seaddan: You could not well have
proporfional representation where there
were only two persons to be elected.

Mr. KEENAN: Under the proposed
system one party or the other, represent-
ing a small majority of public opinion,
might earry the bench. Moreover, it was
not clear that the elector was entitled to
vote for both persons.

The Attorney General: You will find it
in the fourth sehedule.

Mr. KEENAN: There was no refer-
ence whatever in the clause to the fourth
schedule.

The Attorney General: You will find
that referemce in Clause 13, Subeclause
() on the Notice Paper.

Mr, JOHNSON: Subclanse (5) of the
amendment before the Committes read,
“No person who is not a duly registered
elector—"” Would the Attorney General
assure the Committee that the faet of an
elector’s name being on the roll would be
taken as evidence in support of his being
a duly registered elector? Under the
Electaral Bill snch evidence was aceapted
as conclusive of the elector’s right to vote,
This amendment was hardly in accordance
with that. Did the Attorney General
wish the two to be in conflict?

The Attorney General: No. A person
whose name was on the roll as an elector
of the Legislative Assembly would be
qualified to vote, '

My, JOHNSON: Would the Altorney
General tell the Committee what eonsti-
tuted a *doly registered elector entitled
to vote?”

The Attorney General: The mere fact
that his name is on the roll is sufficient.

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

Claunse 26—Licenses:

The ATTORNEY GENERAL moved
an amendment—

That the following paragraph be
added :—*(b) Hotel Licenses.”
Paragraph (b) provided for the granting
of hotel licenses, To Clause 28, which
deseribed hotel licenses, it was proposed
subsequently to add a proviso so
that “no hotel license shall be granted
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except for premises licensed as an hotel
at the commencement of this Aet” If,
therefore, the Commitiee passed the
amendment to Clause 26, restoring hotel
hcenses, and later on were to pass the
provise proposed to be added to Clause
28, the effect wonld he that the only hotel
licenses that counld be granted would be
those already in existence. He was in-
formed that of this elass of license there
was only one, namely that of the King
Edward Hostel.

Mr. KEENAN: While approving of
protection being given to those who had
placed their money in a venture such as
an hotel license, he felt that exactly the
same argument would apply to the wine
and beer license. Those who had erected
premises for the purpose of earrying on
such licenses were entitled to the same
consideration. He hoped the Attorney
General would indeate to the Committee
that the views he (the Minister) held
were not confined to hotel licenses, but
extended alse to wine and beer licenses.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: TUnder
the existing law, wine and beer licenses
were precisely the same as wine licenses,
with the exception that in addition to
wine the holder of such license could also
sell beer. There was no obligation to
provide sleeping or lodging aceommoda-
tion for customers; it was merely a
license to sell wine and beer. When the
compensation clanses were bhefore the
Commiitee it had not been suggested that
the holder of a wine and heer license
should be compensated. These licenses
stood on an entirely different footing
from the hotel and general licenses. In
the case of these two licenses the licensing
bench invariably demanded the ereetion
of expensive premises; indeed the law
provided that eertain accommodation
should be afforded in all cases of hotel
or general publicans’ licenses. There was
a vast difference between an hotel buiit
with the idea of providing accommoda-
tion for large numbers of lodgers and
travellers, and places where one simply
went to get a glass of wine or beer. and
which provided no sort of accommodation
except what was necessary for the pur-
pose of selling a glass of wine or beer.
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Mr. BATH :  Tlhe Attorney Genersl
tried to convinee the House that the own-
ers of buildings for which hotel licenses.
had been granted had a vested interest
that was entitled to consideration from
the House, but the Atftorney General
surely knew that it was the vepeated prac-
tice of ecourts in England, as well as of
licensing benches, to emphasise the faet
that there was no vested inferest in a
license, that the license existed only for
the term of 12 months for which it was
granted. The building mentioned hy the
Attorney General was nof erected with
the view of securing an hotel license, so-
the claim advaneed by the Attorney Gen-
eral for eonsideration for this place
was not a sound one. The building was.
already in existence ov was used for other-
purposes.

The Attorney (General: But has it not
heen added to?

Mr. BATH: Undoubtedly certain alter-
ations were made, but if the desire of the
Committee were carvied out and the words
“hotel license” struck ont of the list of
those licenses granted under the Aet, it
would not destroy the utility of the build-
ing. The Committee should adhere to the
previous decision and not restore hotel
licenses.

Mr. FOULKES: The owner of the
building referred to applied for a publi-
can’s general license, but the application
was strongly opposed by the authorities
of two adjoining churches, and as a com-
promise they agreed that an hotel license
might be zranted, Therefore it would
be rather unjust to the holder of the
license to have the license taken away,
because had a publican’s general license
been granted to him he would have to
fall in with other persons holding publi-
can’s general licenses, The owner of the
building was eatitled to the warmest con-
sideration on the ground that he accepted
an hotel license really to meet the wishes
of the people who opposed his having a
publican’s geperal license. It was a well-
conducted botel: it was a pity there were
not many places of the same character;.
no public-house bar trade was carried on..
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Mr, Johnson: Do you say the churches
compromised on the drvink question and
accepted a holel license?

Mr. FOULKES: 1t was a compromise
on the part of the licensing bench to meet
the wishes of the chnreh authorities. They
refnsed a publican’s general license and
granted an hotel license,

Mr., JOHUNSON: One eould not tollow
the proposal of the Attorney (General to
diseriminate between hotel licenses and
wine and beer licenses, "True, holders of
wine and beer licenses did not give the
accommodation that the hotel did; but if
instances of hardship were to be sought,
more could be found in connection with
the holders of wine and beer licenses. The
King Edward Hostel—the lLotel referred
to—was not built at the outset with the
intention of wetiing a leense, and the
alterations were not made for that pur-
pose. One could not believe that the
chorches compremised in any way vt the
matter, or even countenanced the granting
of an hotel license. Probably they had
just as strong an objeetion to the hotel
license. The Cafe Anglais was originally
used for offices just as the King Edward
Hostel was, and certain alterations were
made with the desire of getting a publi-
can's general license, but the bench
granied a wine and beer license only. If
it would be unfair to close up the King
Edward Hostel it would be equally unfair
to close up the Cafe Anglais; but it would
appear there was some influence behind
the matter, or that the owner, or licensee,
or proprietor of the King Edward Hostel
had a greater influence with the Govern-
ment than those people holding wine and
beer licenses. We eould not start dis-
criminating, we must make the restrietion
general. It would be unfair to pick out
one hotel license and make it a publican’s
general license, which in this particular
loeality would be worth thousands and
thousands of ponnds, giving, without any
notice, that which the licensing bench had
. already vefused,

Mr. GILL: The Attorney General had
not advaneed sufficient reasons for restor-
ing hotel licenses which, after a long dis-
cussion and with every justification had
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been deleted, a step not opposed by the
Attorney General because there was only
one hotel license in existence. Nothing
could he objected to in regard lo the eon-
duet of the hotel, but we should not have
legislation for individuals. Mueh stronger
claims could be bronght forward in the
interests of holders of wine and beer
licenses,

Mr, KEENAN: The Attorney General
was wrong in telling the Committee there
was reason to draw a (istinetion between
an Australian wine and beer license and
an hotel license. beeanse Clause 49 im-
posed the same obligations in regard to
accommodation on the holders of both
licenses, We conld not justify ourselves
in refusing to give consideration by any
distinetion we might draw between the
two " kinds of licenses. However, we
shonld refuse to sacrifice property law-
fully obtained. These people had ae-
quired their licenses hy law, and it would
be a very improper proceeding to inflict
on them personal loss beeanse it was
thonght wise to do away with hotel lieen-
ses.

Mr. Johnson: What about the wine and
heer licenses?

Mr. KEENAN: They were exactly the
same. One conld offer no objeetion to
making provision in the Bill wherehy the
existing wine and beer licenses shounld be
allowed to remain. The Attorney General
could do it, and it would be only proper
for the Attorney General to indieate that,
either in the Assembly or in another
place, some similar provision should be
made with regard to existing wine and
heer licenses.

Mr. Murphy: And gallou licenses: and
all licenses!

The ATTORNEY GENERAIL: In re-
eard to wine and beer licenses wlheb the
Bilt was in another place he was prepared
to make similar provision to permit all
existing wine and beer licenses to com-
tinne.

Mr. Johnson: What about gallon li-
censes?

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: As for
wine and gallon licenses, there was no
obligation in regard to accommodation
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such as there was in the case of wine and
beer licenses. [t was an anomaly that
the holder of a wine license should not
have to provide the same amount of
accommodation that the mere fact of sell-
ing beer 1o addition to wine imposed.
Mr. FOULKES: A local option poll
would be taken in three years’ time as to
whether new licenses should be granted.
If these hotel licenses were ended the
position would be that the King Edward
Hostel would be elosed, and shonld a vote
be taken in Perth resulting in a decision
that the number of public honses shounld
be increased then one of the first houses
to  receive a general publican’s license
would be that building. The bench in all
probability would graunt a license and the
unfortunate part would be that the two
chnrches in the vicinity, whieli were
strongly against such a license bding
granted, might find that their efforts were
of no avail. Bome consideration shounld
be given to these churches which so
strongly objeeted to the granting of a

general publican’s license to the King
Edwargd Hostel,
Mr. Walker: Has not oue of the

churches moved further along the street?

Myr. FOULKES: Churech schools were
held in the original bnilding elose to the
hostel. The churches might have foisted
upon them a building possessing a gene-
ral publican’s license, which would be
most objectionable to them.

Mr. SCADDAN: Care must be taken
that provision was made whereby if the
amendment were carried, hotel licenses
were brought under the loeal option con-
ditions. 1f such were not done he would
oppose the amendment,

The Attorney General: That will he
provided for later on.

Mr. MUORPHY : After months of very
serions consideration of the Bill in Com-
mittee certain forms of licenses had been
ent ont, but now it appeared that either
the member for Claremont or the At-
torney General was prepared to reinstate
them either here or in some other place.
It would have been better to have left
the licensing law as it was and refer the
whole thing tn the people under loeal
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option, so Lthat they might say what should
be done with regard to the control of the
liquor tratfie. If he were in order he
would like to give notice of his intention
to move that the bona fide travellers’
clause be reinstated. Let us wipe out all
the amendments which we had spent
months of labour in deeciding upon and
keep the Bill in its original slate,

Mr. Gill: f you will help us we will
wipe the Bill out altogether.

Mr. Mwphy: I am with you there.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The
proposal was that there should be a con-
tinuanee of existing hotel and wine and
beer licenses but that they should be sub-
ject to a loeal option poll. In future no
hotel or wine and beer licenses would be
issned. It wonld be necessary to make
further alterations in aecordanee with such
proposal, but that could be done in
anotler place.

Mr, KEENAN: On the Notice Paper
appeared an amendment to Clause 28§,
which was to add a proviso as follows: -
“Provided that no hotel license shall be
granted except for premises licensed as an
hotel at the commencement of this Act.”
That amendment was to be moved in the
wrong place, for the proviso should be
added to the elause now under discussion.
Clause 28 had nothing whatever to do
with the right to grant hotel licenses,
but dealt with the rights enjoyed by the
licensee after he had obtained the license.
The limitation of right shounld be in tlie
present clanse.

Mr. BROWN: It would be very hant
upon the licensee of the King Edward
Hostel if the license were straek out. Tt
had been rvecognised by the Committes
that there should be a time Lmit with
regard Lo a publican’s general license, but
nothing was done in the case of the hotel
license in ¢question. The licensee of that
place had gone to eonsiderable expense in
fitting it up well. the bunilding was
erowded with oecupants and mauy had to
be turned away. In all cases the liquor
portion of the establishment was made
entirely subservient to the dwelling hon-e.
It was one of the best fitted up hotels in
Perth and the Tlicensee should rveceive
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some consideration. The mere fact that
the hotel was so crowded showed that it
was heing conducted in a proper way.
Mr. JOHNSON: The remarks of the
member for Perth merely demonstrated
how unneecessary it was to make speeial
provision with respect to the King Ed-
ward Hostel. That member had said the
building was largely patrouised, that
boarders were beiuy turned away and that
the beer was made subservient altogether
to the building, We ouly wanted to stop
the supplying of beer, for the licensee
would still have the highly furnished ae-
commodation and the same patronage.
The hotel received the patronage becanse
it was centrally situated, well furnished
and condneted. It was never contem-
plated at the outset that beer should be
sold in the establishment. If the license
were struek out we would be simply
allowing the wanavement to continue a
well-eonducted  boarding  establishment.
The position taken by the Attorney Gen-
eral was extraordinary. He had brought
forward a special amendwient to deal with
one special ecase, forgetting altogether
the number of wine and beer licenses that
would be affected. The Minister had said
he would deal with those licenses in an-
other place, clearly showing that he had
had no consideration for them when fram-
ing this amendment. How was it that
he considered this one establishment and
forgot the numbers of other places that
would be affected by the amendment? The

position should be esplained, as there
seemed to be something behind it.
The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The

member for Guildford was needlessly sus-
picious. In the great majority of cases
the holders of wine and beer licenses pro-
vided accommodation of the most limited
deseription. There was, however, in the
Blate one large establishment possessing
such a license. It was at Geraldton, and
was a most conspicuous example of a
place where a large amount of accommo-
dation was provided by the holder of a
wine and beer license; bui, as he had said
before. in the majority of ecases the ar-
commodation was very limited. Many
points cropped up in a complicated meas-
ure of this kind and he did not profess
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to be intallible or contend that nothing
had eseaped his notice. He would have
preferred to have both the hotel and the
wine and beer licenses retained, but the
Committee bad decided otherwise. It bad
beeu perbaps an omission on his part that
he had not provided for safeguarding ex-
isting wine and beer lieenses, but he pro-
posed to do that now. There was noth-
ing behind his action for he wished to
deal fairly with both eclasses of licenses.

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

Ayes 25
Noes 16
Majority for 9
AYES,
Mr. Brown Mr. Keenan
Mr. Butcher Mr. Laymonn
Mr. Carson Mr. Male
Mr. Cowcher Mr. Mltchell
Mr. Daglish Mr. Monger
Mr. Davies - Mr. 8 " Moore
Mr. Draper Mr. Naosen
Mr. Foulkes Mr. Osborn
Mr. Gregory Mr, Piesse
Mr. Hardwlick Mr. Underwood
Mr. Harper Mr. F. Wilsen
Mr. Helman Mr. Gordon
Mr. Jacoby {Teller).
Noes.
Mr. Bath Mr. Feaddaa
Mr. Collier Mr. Swan
Mr. Gill Mr. Troy
Mr. Gourley Mr. Walker
Mr. Johnson Mr. Ware
Mr. McDowall Mr. A. A. Wilson
Mr. Murphy Mr. Heltmann
Mr. O’Loghlen {Teller).
Mr. Price

Amendment thus passed.

Mr. Bath: The Chairman has not put
the clause as amended.

The CHAIRMAN : There was no neces-
sity to do that. Tt was not the eustom to
do so.

Mr. Bath: Before going on to ancther
clanse it is becessary to put the clause
as amended.

The Attorney General: We are only
moving amendments for specific purposes.

Mr. Bath: The elause has been amended
and it must be put.

The Attorney Gleneral: It is not neces-
sary to do so.
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The CHALRMAN: it was not neces-
sary to do so, but in order to simplify
mnatters he would put it.

Clause as amended agreed to.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL moved—

That Clause 28 of the Bill be restored
and that a proviso be added as fol-
lows :—"Provided that no holel license
shall be granted except for premises
licensed as an hotel at the commence-
ment of this Act.”

Mr. OSBORN: Would the Chairman
explain whether the Committee were to
vote on the proviso or the clause?

The CHAIRMAN : In Committee,
Clause 28 was strneck out,  Now hon.
members wounld find on the addendum {o
the Notice Paper that it was intended to
restore the clause. The question was, that
the new clause be added. consisting of
Clanse 28, as priuted originally in the
Bill, and the proviso, as it appeared on
the Notice Paper.

Mr. COLLIER: The Chaitman was in
erTor; it would be necessary first of all to
restore the clanse, If hoth the clause and
the provise were put at the same time
nmembers would be prevented from ex-
ereising a diseretion npon the matter.

The CHATRMAN : In order to simplify
matters he wounld put the clause and the
provise separately. The question before
the Committee was that the clanse be re-
stored.

Mr. ANGWIN: The clause opened up
a munch wider question than the Attorney
General thought. In paragraph (a) it
was provided that the holder of an hotel
license was aunthorised to sell liquor to
“lodgers or boarders in the hotel, for the
use of such lodgers or boarders and their
guests.” As a matter of fact that meant
that lodgers or boarders could invite any-
one into the hotel as a guest, and tucy
could remain drinking there as long as
they liked. In fact the establishment
then would be move open than a club,
because mo person could invite a stranger
into a ¢lub after 11.30 at night, nor before
9.30 in the morning. TUnder the hotel
license any person could be invited in {o
have a drink at all hours. Hon. members
should consider seriously the passage of
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a clause such as that. 1f i{ was neecessary
to close hotels between 11.30 at night and
6 in the morning, and all day Sunday, it
was more than necessary 1o close a house
such as the one nnder diseussion, which
did not have the same police supervision.
This honse was being given a monopoly
and it was sneprising to tiud the member
for Claremont sitpporting the clanse. That
hon. member was in tavowr of providing
for the sale of intoxieating liquors as lony
as it was done secretly, and he made un-
due cfforrs in connection with ecertain
licenses, while he was willing 1o permit
a license, such as the one under diseus-
sion, to go scot free. It had been said
that the removal of the one lieense which
was in cxistence, wonld entail a great
hardship on the haolder, hut by vestoring
the e¢lause the Committes wonld be open-
ing np a new Bullfineh a= far as the
holder of the license was concerned, The
little words which were in the clause, “or
their gnests,” would have a far-reaching
effect, and if the clause went through, the
King Bdward Hostel would hecome one
of the areatest monepuolies. or one of the
best paying hotels in the State.

Mr. Jacoby: Tt will not be any different
from what it is now,

Mr. ANGWIN: 1t would be very dif-
ferent, 'The (‘ommittee had agreed that
all houses shonld be closed on Sundays,
Christmas Day. and on Good Friday.

Mr, Jacoby: That will all be altered.

Mr. ANGWIN: There was a possi-
hility of it not being altered. While the
holders of publicans’ licenses would be
compeiled to elose during ecertain hours,
the holder of the license in question would
he free to serve liquor.

Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.50 pons.

A, ANGAVIN: The Altorney fieneral
shonld have pointed out the difference
hetween the Bill, including the proposed
amendment, and the existing Act,

The Attoruev (Feneral: What is the dif-
ferenece?

Mr. ANGWIN: The Bill as it left the
Committee provided for Sunday closing
in its entirety, as far as general publi-
cans were coneerned, but the amendment
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if passed would wake provision for any
persont enteriiiy the hotel as a guest
obtaining liquor at any time on Sunday,
or at hours when other hotels were clozed.
It would be remembered that a few nights
ago the Comrmittee had struck ont *““mid-
night” as the hour of closing elubs, and
inserted “eleven thirty.” There was no
such provision for this hotel. It was
surprising thet the member for Clare-
mont, who had paid snch attention to the
Bill, »should have overlooked ihis point.
Of course we were all liable to be led
astray, and occasionally some hon. mem-
bers might vote in accordance with the
desires of certain of their electors and
against their own beliefs. He wounld not
say the member for Claremont was doing
that, although the member for Guildford
had declared that there was someihing at
the back of it all. Long ago the member
for Claremont had said he hoped to effect
compromises before the Bill was put
through. Possibly this was one of the
compromises referred to. Conld it e
that this compromise had been brought
about because a certain eleetor of Clare-
mont owned a ecertain building—which,
by the way, had not been erected for the
sale of intoxicating liguors, and for
which a general publican’s license had
been refnsed ¥

M. Davies: Who owns the building?

Mr. ANGWIN: It was said that the
owner was an elector of Claremont, One
effect of this compromise would be the
imposing. of an injusfice on those who
sold intoxicating lignors openly, and
under police supervision. In no sense
could the compromise be regarded as
beneficial. Under the clause not only
boarders and lodgers at the botel, but
their guests, and indeed any person-tak-
ing a meal at the hotel, ecould obtain in-
toxicating liquor. There would be no-
thing to prevent a person continning to
take a meal all day, and being supplied
with liquer while the meal lasted.

Mr. FOULKES: It was true the clause
would give power to lodgers or boarders,
with their guests. to obtain liquor, and
he realised that suech a concession would
he apen to abuse. So, too, with regard to
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Subelavse (b), providing that persons
taking a meal at the hotel should be sup-
plied with liquor. [t was well kunown
that one licensee who had held this hotel
had sold liguor to people taking but very
slight meals, known as counter luncheons;
and it had been decided in the Supreme
Court that the licensee had no such pri-
vilege. The Attorney General ought to
omit the provision giving power to the
licensee to sell liquor to guests.

The Attorney General: Then, if you
were o invite a guest to dinner, you could
have your whisky while your friend counld
not.

Mr. O’Loghlen: That wonld be char-
acteristic of the hon. member,

Mr. FOULKES: Certainly il wonld be
usaless to extend an invitalion ro the hon.
member under the circumstances, becanse
it would be immediately declined. He
desired that in Subelause (a) the words
“and their guests” be struck out, together
with the whole of Subclause (b).

Mr. JOHNSON : The clanse would give
the holders of hotel licenses the right to
sell liquor at any time. He did not think
the Committee proposed to give the holder
of an hotel license any gresater privileges
than were granted to clubs. Again,
boarders in licensed premises were not
permitted to get liquor after certain
hours. He moved an amendment—-

That the words “at any timeg’ be

struck out and “belween 6 am. and 11

p.m.” inserted in lieu.

The CHAIRMAN: As there was a
misunderstanding before the adjournment
as to the question hefore the Committee,
he desired to state it now as it would be
put. The question was—

That the following new clanse stand
as Clause 28:—“An hotel license shall,
subject to the provisions of this Aet,
authorise the licensee to sell and dis-
pose of any liguor, at any time—(a) to
lodgers or boarders in the hotel, for the
use of sueh lodgers or boarders and
their guesis; or (b) to persons faking
a meal at the hotel, the liqguor to be
consumed during such meal; but shall
not authorise the licensee to sell or dis-
pose of liquor to any nther person or
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in any other manner than aforesaid.

Provided that no hotel license shall be

granted except for premises licensed

as an hotel at the commencement of
this Aet”
To this an amendment was moved that the
words “at any time” be struck out with
the view of insevting other words.

Mr. ANGWIN: Tt would be better to
provide that no hote! license should be
granted “except under the provisions of
Sections 110 and 111 of the Act.” That
would bring these hotels under the same
provisions in regard to the closing hours
and days as publican’s geneval licenses.

Mr. JOHNSON : Tlie suggestion of the
member for East Fremantle was prefer-
able; but in the event of the Committee
striking out the words “at any tirae” the
clause wounld read, “An hotel license shall,
subject to the provisions of this Aet,
anthorise the licensee to sell.” Would the
words “subject to the provisions of this
Aect” mean that the hours pervailing in
respect to other licenses would apply to
hotel licenses?

The Attorney General: Yes.

Mr, JOHNSON: Then there was no
need to add other words.

Mr. MURPHY : We should be partieu-
lar to see that the botel license was not
granted greater facilities in regard te the
selling of liquor than a publiean’s weneral
Yicense.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Clauses
110 and 111 fixed the hours for the selling
of liquor. Before the Bill passed through
Committee there were exeeptions provid-
ing for hona fide lodgers to get liquor at
any hour, but that was knocked out now,
and the words “at any time” were limited
to the hours fixed in Clanses 110 and
1L

Mr. JOHNSON: It was as well to be
on the safe side, and insert the words
“between 6 a.m. and 11 p.m.”

The Attorney General: Should it not
be 11.30 p.m.?

Mr. Johuson: I do not believe in that.

Amendment (to sirike ont the words
“at apny time”) put and passed.

Amendment (to insert the words “be-
tween 6 a.m. and 11 p.m.”)} stated.

Mr. KEENAN: The amendment wounld
need to go further to cover the prohibi-
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tion of Sunday trading, otherwise the pro-
hibitien would be taken to extend only to
other than between ¢ a.m. and 11 p.m.
However, there was uno need for the
amendment, because the hoors for the sale
of liquor were fixed in Claunse 110 and
111. The words “at any time” which were
steuck out were vightly =truck out because
they contradicted another clause of the
Bill already amended by the Committee,
and it was now perfectly clear that hotel
licenses would he subject to Clanses 110
and 111.

Amendment (to insert the words) put
and negatived.

Mr. FOULKES moved 2
amendment—

That the words “and their guests” in
paragraph (@) be struck out.
Amendment negatived.
Mr. FOULKES moved

amendment—

That paragraph (b) be struck out.
This clause permitted the licensee to sell
to persons taking a meal at the hotel
liguor to be consumed during such meal.

Amendment negatived.

Question (the new clause as amended)
put and passed.

My, JOHNSON: Could not the pro-
viso be dealt with?

The CHAIRMAN : The elause and pro-
viso were put as one. On the Notice
Paper the proposal was to restore the
clause and add a proviso, but there was
no procedure to restore e clanse, and the
clanse that was struck out had to be put
as a new clause along with the proviso.
It was put to the Committee in that form
and the Committee had power to deal
with it as a new clause and had so dealt
with it, and then the clause and proviso as
amended were put and passed.

Mr. Johnson: Before the tea adjourn-
ment that was not the question.

The CHAITRMAN: It was pointed out
that there was some confusion before
tea, After the adjournment the clanse and
the proviso were submifted as the one
question.

Mr. JOHNSON: Tt was awkward as it
was desired to say something on the pro-
viso to show that it should not be inserted.

Clause 39 — Eating, boarding, and
lodging house licenses:

further

a further
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The ATTORNEY
an amendment—

That the last two lines Le struck out
and the following inserted in liew:—
“eny keeper of any such house who,
without beiny licensed under this sec-
tivn in respect of such house, shall sup-
Py or causc to be supplied any liguor
to any boarder, lodger, or persen tak-
ing o meal therein, shall be liable in the
same manner and lo the same extenl as
if he had sold suchk liguor.”

The amendmeni was more a drafting one
than anyvthing else and it made it per-
fectly e¢lear that the person could not
avoid the penalty for supplying liguor
on the plea that he was not selling it.

Amendmen( passed; the elause as am-
ended agreed to.

Clause 50—Temporary licenses:

The ATTORNEY GENERAL moved
an amendment—

That in line 2 the words “without
unotice or any formal application” be
struck out and the followiny provise be
added to the clause :—“Provided that the
applicunt for such license shall give
notice in writing to the officer in charge
of the neorest police station of the in-
fentivn to make such application, at
Ieast IS hours before making the appli-
cation.”

When the clause was before the Commit-
tee the member for Claremont had vrged
that a period of notice shonld be given
to enable the public to attend the court
and object to any occasional or tempor-
ary license, Upon consideration he had
decided to amend the clanse in the way
indieated.

Mr. KEENAN : The affect of the clause
would be that a person desivous of get-
ting a temporary or oceasional license
would have to make formal application,
but there was no provision for the form.

Mr. ANGWIN: What difference would
the amendment make? What would the
poliece care about it? It was the publie
who wonld ohjeet and who should be
given notiee.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: There
was a diffieculty in regard to a formal ap-
plication to the licensing court, for the
sittings of that eourt were only guar-
terly. or. on special oceasions, after seven

GENERAL moved
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days’ notice. 1t would not be possible in
the case of an occasional or temporary
license to ecall a court together and it
might be better, therefore, that the de-
cision should rest with the justices, ns
provided in the existing Ael.

Mr. ANGWIN: Notice of 48 hours to a
policeman was of no nse. Take the case
of the Shamrock hotel. Suppose the li-
censee desived a temporary license owing
to some performance at the theaire, all
he would have to do would be to notify
a policeman. There would be no notifica-
tion to the public by the police. Notice
should be given in a paper circulating in
the distriet at least 48 hours hefore the
application was made,

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The
amendwment was introduced with the ob-
ject of endeavouring to meet the views of
the members for Claremont and Fast
Fremantle, but he did not propose to go
any further. The police conld be re-
garded as. the best judges whether the
privilege should be granted or not. The
clanse might be improved by striking
out the words “Chairman or any two
members of the licensing court of the
distriet wherein the license is to be exer-
cised” and inserting “any resident or
police magistrate.” The police having
received notiee might go before the resi-
dent magistrate and object to the license
being extended if they so desired. Then,
unless there were good reasons to the eon-
trary, the applieation would be granted.
If members turned to the Schedule they
would see the terms under which ocea-
sional licenses would be granted. They
would be granted but for very brief
periods.

Mr. SCADDAN: How were the publie,
after receiving notiee, going to act? There
would be no opportunity to get up a peti-
tion, The public would be out of court
in eases of this kind. The only thing to
do would be to publish a notice from time
to time; in that way the publie would ob-
tain more knowledge of the faet that par-
ticular premises were receiving considera-
tion under the clause more frequently
than was desired, and then they could
make their protest. At the previous sit-
ting of the Committee the Attorney Gen-
eral oppnsed the proposition from the
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Opposition side of the House, that more
power should be put in the hands of the
police in carryving out this measure. Now
the Aitorney General proposed to hand
over to the police officers the power of
the granting of licenses, or, in a large
measure, the confrol of them. What had
influenced the Attorney General since the
last meeting of the Committee, and what
had led him fo take this action?

Mr. " COLLIER moved an amendment
on the amendment—

That in line 2 of the proviso lhe
words “in writing to the officer in
charge of the nearest police station of
the intention to make such application”
be struck out, and “by advertisement v
a newspaper circuluting in the district”
be inserted in licu,

It was nv use giving 48 hours’ notice to
a policeman. If the matter were notified
in the newspaper circulating in the dis-
trict, the people who took an interest in
this kind of thing would make it their
business to object; that would not be go-
ing too far. The public shonld have some
say in the matter.

Mr, GILL: The amendmeni would re-
ceive his support, because some provision
further than that proposed by the At-
torney General! would have to be made.
The proposal that 48 hours’ netice should
be given to the nearest police station was
unsatisfactory and quite useless. It
wonld be better to leave the clanse in its
original state, If the matter were pub-
lished in the newspaper eireulating in the
distriet there would be a possibility of
doing something, and those watehing
events closely would have the opportunity
of opposing applications. Then there
would be a slight check on these applica-
tions for oecasional licenses, These licenses
had been abused in the past. and they
wounld be abused in the future unless a
proposal such as that made by the mem-
ber for Boulder were carried.

Mr. KEENAN: The Committee were
doing their best to make the measure an
unworkable one, and that was being done
in order to meet the views of the mem-
ber for Claremont and the member for
East Fremantle. If the proviso were car-
ried, as sugzested by the Attorney Gen-
eral. the Committee would be placing

1267

police officers in a false position. The
police officer would be ecalled on to ex-
plain why he did not take action; and
if he dared take action the magistrate
would ask him what right he had to be
there, and lo show his authority under
the Act.

Mr. ANGWIN: The proviso had not
been put in at his suggestion. As far as
he was concerned he had opposed these
oceasional licenses altogether, In the
past many objeetions had been raised to
the granting of extended hours to pub-
licans, and on many occasions ratepayers
bad songht the opportunity te raise a
protest against these inerensed hours. 1f
a notice were given to the public of the
intention to apply for the extra honrs for
the sale of lignor, then there wonld be
an opportunity afforded ratepayers if
they so desired to attend the couri and
enter their objections. These objeetions
might have a tendency to indnee the li-
censing beuch not to grant the extended
hours asked for. The sume thing would
apply to occasional licenses. The people
who lived in the immediate neighbour-
hood would know the requirements of that
neighbourhood, and if they desired to en-
ter a protest they would be able to do so.
What did we find at the present f{ime?
On Christmas eve, on the night before
Good Friday, and even on Show night,
in places where there was a rush of visi-
tors, these licenses were granted when
there was no neecessity for them. Yet the
Attorney General said that giving notice
to the nearest police station would be
quite sufficient to let the publie know that
the extended hours were to be applied for.
The only way to let the publie know was
by a public announcement, and that was
not by putting up a notice outside a police
station; it was by publishing the fact in
the Press. The cost of inserting a nolice
in the newspaper would be abount four
shillings ner inch. At an earlier stage in
the passace of the Bill the Attorney Gen-
eral had not thought any notice was ne-
cessary: but by his amendment it was now
clear that the Minister had altered his
views, and it was to be hoped that he
wonld go farther and agree to the am-
endment moved by the member for Boul-
der.
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The ATTORNEY GENERAL: It was
true he had not previeusly thought notice
to the public was reguired; nor did he
think so now. The question of the ex-
tensivn of hours during whieh these
houses might remain open ander oeea-
sional licenses was essentialiy a police
matter, and consequently it was advisable
that the police should know what applica-
tions were about to be made. 1t was
scarcely conceivable that a inagistrate
would refuse Lo be informed by the police
on the subject, because the police would
be the first persons to whom he would go
if he wainted this information. This pro-
vision for notice being given to the police
was to be found in the latest English
legislation, where, in fact, the time pro-
vided was only 24 hours. He did not pro-
pose to go so far as to insist upon ad-
vertisements being inserted in the news-
papers notifying the public, beeanse he
did not think the public wonld trouble to
come forward. The practieal safeguard
was to give notice to the police. How-
ever, it was for the Committee to decide.

Mr. FOULEES: It conld not be said
that notice to a police officer was suffi-
eient, because a poliee officer was not in
a position to judge as to what extension
of time should be given. The Attorney
- Qeneral ouzht to agree to the amendment
with regard to advertising the application,
This would give the general public an
opportunity of deciding as to whether
they were in favour of the granting of
sheh application, The amendment moved
by the Attorney General did not go far
enough.

Amendment {Mr. Collier’s) on the am-
endment, put and negatived.

Amendment (the Attorney Generals)
put and passed; the clanse as amended
agreed to.

Clanse 76—Place and date of voting:

The ATTORNEY GENERAIL moved
an amendment—

That Subclause (1) be struck out,
and the following inserted in lieuw:—
“(1.} A vote of electors under this part,
that is to say o local option vote, shall
be taken in every disirict in or before
the month of April in the year one thou-
sand nine hundred and eleven, and in

the month of .pril in every third year

thereafter.”

This was merely a drafting amendment
in aecordance with the decision arrived at
by the Coramittee. There was no hew pro-
posal involved.

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

(lause 77—Resolutions to be submit-
ted:

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: When
previously this elause was before the Com-
mittee two new resolutions had heen
added to those already set out in the
elause, one being in the form of a resoln-
tion, and the other in the form of a ques-
tion. For the sake of eonvenience a dis-
tinetion should be made between the reso-
lutions and the question, [Et was his in-
tention to move that in  Subelause (1)
paragraphs (e¢) and (f) be struck ouf,
and the following iuserted in lieu:—(4)
At the taking of every local option vote
the following questions shall be submitted
to the electors, namely—Do you vote that
all publieans’ general licenses in the dis-
trict shall be held by the State? Are you
in favour of State management throungh-
out the distriect? The effect would be
similar in regard to ascertaining the opin-
ion of the electors on the subject of State
ownership, while we would preserve what
was really the important effect, namely,
that if the Brst question were carried we
would reserve the provision already in the
Bill and it would be impossible to grant
any new licenses in the distriet to a pri-
vate individual. He moved an amend-
ment—

That in Subclause (1) paragraphs
{e) and (f) be struck out.

Later on he would move that a new sub-
clause be added to stand as Subelanse (4),

The CHAIRMAN : Paragraphs (e}
and (f) proposed to be struck out did
not appear in the Bill as printed but were
added during the passage of the Bill
throngh Committee. Paragraph (e) was,
“That any new licenses shall be held by
the State,” and paragraph (f) was, “Are
you in  favomr of State management
throughout the distriet.” The question
was “that these paragraphs be struck
out.”
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Mr. ANGWIN: Paragraph (e) pro-
vided “that any new licenses be held by
the State.” The Attorney General’'s pro-
posal was that the vote should only apply
to publican’s peneral licenses. There was
a preat difference between the two. If
it was wise for the State to take control
and management over the liquor traffiec
the State must not only deal with publi-
can’s general licenses but with licenses as
a whole. We should not submit to the
people the question regarding publican’s
general licenses only, leaving private in-
dividuals to deal with two-gallon licenses
and wine licenses.

Mr. BATH : There was no question but
that the general ides of State control of
new licenses referred to publiean’s gen-
eral licenses only; the people were not
likely to ask for the State eontrol of other
licenses; but where the people were being
asked, under the second quesfion in para-
graph (f), to express an opinion as to
the advisability or otherwise of general
control by the State, as in Switzerland
and elsewhere, the vote then would in-
clude the whole question of State man-
agement. There was no objection to the
alteration of the words as suggested by
the Attorney General.

Amendment (to strike out paragraphs
(e) and (f) put and passed.

My, FOULKES: Before the Attorney
General moved te insert lns new subclanse
as Subelause 4 there was an amendment
needed to Subclause 3. This subelause as
amended by the Committee provided that
no vote for the redunction of licenses or
for no-license should take place earlier
tban 1920. He proposed to alter this
date and make it 1916, becanse 10 years
was too long to wait to have the foll meas-
ure of loeal option, Ample notice had
already been given to the trade; and as
most of the leases for licensed houses ran
for not more than six years, there wonld
be no serious objection on the part of
many of the licensees at the prospect of
having the question for the reduction of
licenses submitted to the people at an
earlier date. Well conducted houses
would bave no cause to fear that their
licenses would be taken away. The feeling
of dissatisfaction in regard to the admin-
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istration of public houses was due to the
fact that so many people who held licenses
do not obey the law. That was the chief
reason in Vietoria that led to the strong
agitation there and throughont Awpstralia
to have the question referred to the peo-
ple as to whether they should have
licensed houses in their midst or not. All
were agreed on the elementary prineiple
that the people should decide the guestion,
and no good objeet could be attained by
postponing the date on which the people
would have the opportunity of expressing
an opinion upon it. The great thing was
to try and minimise the temptations to
drink,

My, Monger: Why do not youn do it in
connection with your own properties.

Mr. FOULKES: This was the first time
the memher for York had atiempted to
diseuss the matter and he now asked why
he (Mr. Foulkes) did not do it in connee-
tion with his own properties. The hon.
member knew very little abont properties
for he had never been able to hold any
for any length of time. Personally there
were no properties he (Mr. Foulkes) held
where liquor was sold, nor did he intend
to hold any such. The benefit of local
option should begin earlier than 1920. He
moved a further amendment—

That “1920” in Subclause (3} be
struck oul and “1916" inserted in Uew.

Mr. DRAPER : The member for Clare-
mont had pointed out the very serions
consequences to the temperance party
whieh had arisen during the Committee
stage by the excision of those clauses re-
lating to compensation and the licenses
reduction board. The provision in place
thereof, which would provide that loeal
option would not come into force for fen
years, could not be regarded as of very
much practieal utility. This was not in
accordance with whalt several members
had advocated on the hustings at last elec-
tions, but a diffieulty had arisen through a
certain section of the community insisting
that in no cireumstances and in no form
must compensation be given to the holder
of a license. He bad always resisted the
doctrine that a licensee was not entitled
to compensation. During the different
stages members had expressly recognised,



in an indirect form, that the licensees were
enlitled fo compensation, for they had
pustponed the operation of the Bill for
ten years, By this they had killed the
Rilt for all practical purposes and he
¢ould not but regret that the Government
did not pass the clanses inserted originaily
with reference to compensation being paid
to leensees with funds to be provided by
the trade itself. The existing licensees
would undoubtedly benefit with the in-
crease of population, from the faet that
but few licenses would be issned in the
fulure.  However, the majority decided
against that view.

Mr. Collier: T think the majority would
have decided otherwise had they kmown
that loeal option would he postponed for
fen years.

Mr. DRAPER: The resnlt did not ex-
press fhe views of the moderates, but it
was the only method by which licensees
could he granted any compensation. Tt
wonld be a good thing if the clauses re-
lating to the question of compensation
could be recommitted. Although the pro-
vision was reduced, so far as loeal option
was concerned, to praetieal insignificance,
he would not vote against it, for by doing
so he wonld have been depriving the licen-
sees of any compensation, and would have
been supporting the doctrine of eonfisea-
tion which he had always opposed.

Mr. ANGWIN: Onee a person was com-
pelled by law to expeund a certain amount
of money beyond the actnal requirements,
then the law bad given him a vested in-
terest, and for that reason we were en-
titled to grant him some eompensation
for his outlay. The member for West
Perth bad said that this question was
never dealt with on the hustings.

Mr. Draper: I said it was net dealt
with by some members.

Mr. ANGWIN: Pesonally he had
pledged himself to his electors to support
under a loeal option Bill a ten years' time
compensation, When he moved the addi-
tion, he had done so in aceordance with
that pledge. The temperance bodies in
the State were not unanimous in the de-
sire to reduce the number of wvears; num-
bers of them were perfectly satisfied so
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long as the time Nmit did not exceed ten
vears. He had received several lelters on
the subjeet, and one from the Fremantle
Clhureh Temperance League which said,
“In order to facilitate loeal option we
do neot object to monetary eompensation
provided by the trade equal to the re-
quirements of the local option vote, or a
time limit eompensation not to exceed ten
years.” That showed clearly that some
temperance bodies were anxtous that Par-
liament shounld earry the loeal option pro-
visions. Even had we passed the Bill
containing the additions proposed by the
Government originally another place
would have thrown it out because the
compensation would be really nothing at
all, as it would take nearly all the fund
to pay the expenses of the licenses redue-
tion board and the officers. Years would
elapse before the fund reached a sum
sufficient to enable the provisions as to
compensation to be fulfilled. The elause
was inserted for the express purpose of
trying to get a Bill through providing for
a certain result that could not be fulfilled.
If a loeal option vote were taken in 1912
and it was decided to close hotels, where
would the money come from to pay com-
pensation with? There wonld be no fund
of any kind at that time. He would
gquote an instance to show the hardship
that might be inflicted on some whose
money had been invested in puatting up
hotel premises.

Mr. Bath: The owners would not lose
the buildings.

Mr. ANGWIN: The money would not
have been expended in the buildings but
for the license. In many instances the
buildings would not have realised the
actual cost of construetion if they bad to
be put to any other purpose. The trustees
of an estate in the centre of High-street,
Fremantle, applied for the renewal of a
liecense, but the bench refused the renewal
until a new building had been erected or
certain improvements effected. The owners
prepared plans and specifieations for im-
provements estimated to cost between
£4,000 and £5.,000. That building, when
improved, would have been quite good
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enough for all requirements, but the bench
refused to grant the renewal unless still
further improvements were made by the
erection of another storey tv the building
and the provision of other facilities. In
order to meet this demand the trustees of
the estate were called upon to spend a
toial of £8,000 before the renewal was
granted. The law had granted to these
people certain rights, and having done so
it was only fair that we should see that
those rights or interests were safeguarded,
so that there should be no dispuie in time
to come. It had been said that the Bill
was useless, but those who said that had
never tramped from door to door for the
express purpose of frying to get people to
sign petitions to prevent licenses from be-
ing put into etfeet. The Bill would pro-
vide the right to take a local option vote
as to whether new licenses should he
granted or not, and the member for Clare-
mont in moving his amendment pointed
ont that owing to the increase of popnla-
tion that was likelv to come aboui at an
early date, a good deal of the difficulty
whiel: existed with regara ro-the over-
crowding of hotels at the present time
would be removed. If in years to come
no new hotels were opened, then any ob-
Jjection that could be lodged agninst the
clause in 10 years' time would be removed
before that time avrived. Tf we got this
Bill through Parliament this session, with
a 10 years’ clause in, the gain to the tem-
perance people would be much greater
than they anticipated. The Bill, as it was
introduced, would cause nothing but an-
noyance throughout the State, and he did
not agree with the member for West
Perth, that by a reduetion of licenses we
were going to have the same amount of
consumption of intoxicating liquor. If
fhat was to be the case why close the
hotels? In his opinion the redunetion of
licenses would mean a reduction of drink-
ing. [f the closing of hotels merely meant
the transfer of the trade from one corner
to another, we conld leave them as they
were. It was to be hoped that members
would realise that there were some people
in Western Australia who desired to see
the Bill wo through. Even in its present
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torm it would be mueh better than the
legislation which lad existed in the past.

Mr. WALKER: The diffienlty in the
way of aceepting the argument of the hon.
member was that we would be patting off
the operation of the clause dealing with
local option for 10 years. We did not
now say to a man, “You shall elose in 10
vears' time,” and then give him time com-
pensation. Bat 10 years hence we were
zoing to take a vote, and on whoever the
evil of that vote fell he would require
eompensation, Was lie to have 10 years
from then? As a matter of faet the great
bulk of the holders of licenses to-day
would not be those who would be holding
licenses 10 years hence.

Mr. Angwin: They will know their posi-
tion then.

Mr. WALKER: They knew their posi-
tions now, just as much as they would
know their positions then. In order to
get over the clumsy way in which we had
dealt with ecompensation, the hon. member
wanted to deprive the people of the State
of loeal vption for 10 years.

AMr. Angwin : Only on present licenses.

Mr. WALKER: We were to wait ten
years before we could exercise a discre-
tion. What kind of compensation would
that be? Ten years henee, in all probability
in many places we would find that we did
not require to reduce the number. We
wonld then have to go on for another ten
years, and give 10 years' time compensa-
tion to those who were there, and thence,
afterwards, another 10 years. This seemed
to be like a proposal to defer indefinitely
the operation of the local option prineiple.
He objecied to even six years, because it
was a roundabout way of giving notice.
1t could well be understood that the prin-
ciple of local option having been exercised,
and reduction having been decided upon,
it should be said to the proprietors of
those licenses, “You shall have 10 years
to run after the notick of reduetion.”
Though it would sound a long period when
given, under those eircumstances there
would be sense in it. and we should know
the purpose of it. Tt would he infinitely
better in 2 ease, when it was decided by a
vote of the people to rednece | vels, to pay
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eash compensation from whatever source,
even from the Treasury of the Stale, for
it would be a cheap way of getting rid of
a grievous evil, The proposal of the hon,
member had neither sense nor reason nor
any foundation io equity to recommend it;
there was nothing in it that recommended
it {o the understanding of men wheo were
anxious to make reforms in the eountry.
The hon. member had received some church
letter which expressed some view,'but that
view was not expressed in his proposals.
The han. member construed the letter into
meaning that the church desired to sus-
pend the Bill for 10 years. They did not
want anything of the kind, The hon.
member had wedded bimself to his view
of the question simply out of misunder-
standing, or out of failing to see what
effect his views would have if earried ont,

Mr. BATH: It was difficult to join in
the lament of the member for West Perth,
that the provisions of the Bill, as origin-
ally submitted, had been defeated. Any
hon, member who studied those provisions
must have recognised that they would
have been eutirely inadequate to earry out
the decisions of the electors on a local
option poll. It was necessary to get rid
of these provisions in order to lav the
foundation for the strueture of loeal op-
tion. He was just as strongly opposed
to the amendment whieh the member for
East Fremantle succeeded in having em-
bodied in the Rill with the support of
those hon. members who, finding that
those provisions whiech they favoured in
the measure as originally submitted were
defeated, were prepared to accept the am-
endment as another means of staving off
what thev considered the evils of local op-
tion. The member for East Fremantle
should be reminded that in dealing with
this uestion the Committee were not
legislating for a body of trustees at East
Fremantle. The Committee had heard al-
together too much of that partieular body.
The Committee #ere legislating for the
people of Western Australia generally,
and if was time that more was heard of
the people of Western Australia, and less
of those partienlar trustees at East Fre-
mantle. The board of trustees must have
recognized that in securing a Lieense for
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premises 1hey had erected they were only
securing that license tur twelve monihs —
a license terminable at the will of the
licensing beneh. It was useless to arpue
that there was any doubt as to the ques-
tion of there being no legal right n what
had been rezarded as the vested interesis
in hotel ar publicans’ licenses.  That
matter had been frequently decided in the
old country by the highest judges, uniil
even the Licensed Vietuallers’ Association
and their icga] advisers, had placed it on
record thal they were compelled to admit
there was no chanee of establishing a
legal right in licensex, beyond the tevmi of
twelve mouths. The same thing could be
established in Western Anstralia. Ar a
matter of Fact licenses had been refused
in this State, and we did not have o wait
for this particular Bill in order to find
licenses discontinued by the licensing
bench; yet none concerned had had sufii-
cient effrontery to put forward a elaim
for compensation on that score. What
the Commirtee shonld always aveid was
even by argument implying that there
was any greater elaim for consideration
in regard to licensed premises than in re
gard to any other form of business for
which the State granted a license for any
particular term. The member for East
Fremantle, who by his amendwment had to
a large extent destroyed the usefulness of
the Bill, had informed the Committee that
at a eertain election he bhad advocated a
ten vears' time eompensation. But that
bon. member should realise that some time
had passed singe he urged those views and
gave that promise, notwithstanding which
the hon. member was =till asking for a
time compensation of ten years from 1911.
And, as pointed out by the memher for
Kanowna, that term of tem years as eni-
bodied in ihe amendment did neot imply
that a vote for “No license” should oper-
ate, but only implied that a vote on that
question might be taken at that time,
while the earrving ont of such a vote might
be postponed for an even further term.
Recently the member for Boulder iiad
pointed out from the return submitted
on the motion of the member for Fre-
mantle that only two out of 44 lessees had
a term extending beyond the vear 1915,
which was the term favoured in Lhe am-
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endment subwiited as an alternative to
1he proposal of the member for iast Fre-
mantle, That being the case the term of
five years, or in other words the year
1916, would amply seeure the existing
lessees of at least the more important
licensed premises throughout Western
Australia, Consequently the term would
be sufficiently long if the loeal option
poll was to be made anything more than
a mere farce: The hon. member had ve-
ferred to a case in Fremantle; but it was
to be remembered that these lessees had
already drawn in many instances very
considerable sums by reason of the mono-
poly value of the licenses granted by the
licensing court. Members were called ap-
on to make an ever further grant of
monopoly value to those people in con-
sideration of their right to carry on for
twelve months a traflic which almost every
member had agreed should be minimised
to a greater or lesser degree. For !Lise
reasons he thought the hon. mewber was
a=king the Committee to restrain an ab-
normally lung term. It was to be ven em-
bered that [n voting for the shorter term,
or even conceding any term, hon, members
were not in any way commiiting them-
selves to the view that these people had
auy legal right either to a monetary or a
time compensation, and that if any time
limit weve fixed, whether it were one, two,
or five years, it was purely an aet of
grace on the part of Parliament, and in
no sense a vecognition of a lezal ripht
which did not exist.

Mr, FOULKES : The member {or West
Perth had sugpgested thal a mistake was
made in not agreeing to a financial com-
pensation for the licensees. But this finan-
cial compensation would not mean that
we would have local option immediately.
Tt was a mere pretence at loeal ontion:
beeause although the Bill provided that
any of the various distriets might at a
local option poll decide in favour of “re-
duction™ or “abolition,” there was no

gnarantee that the wishes of the people

of the distriet would be given effeet to.
Tn the original proposal it had been pro-
vided that no public house was to he
closed nnless snfficient money was in the
bands of the licenses reduction beard to
pay the amomnt of compensation; and it
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had heen lurther provided ibat this li-
eenses reduction board was to hold «iiice
for ten years, and to have the sule rizbt
of deciding in what districts reduction
should take place. ‘The result would be
that in some distriets the people might,
time and again, exereise their local option
vote only to see their wishes ignoved, and
in the end those people would refrain
from taking any part whatever in a local
option poll. It had been provided also
that the lirenses reduction board wonld
have the sole right of assessing the am-
onnt to be levied in regard to compensa-
tion, and it was ecalculated (hat the
highest maximum amount required would
be £20,000 per annum. DBut the lirst call
upon this fund would be the total ex-
penses of putting that part of the Act in-
to foree. ‘There would be salaries of the
members of the board to be paid, wit-
nesses’ expenses, and al]l the experses of
taking the local option poll, The total
amount vepresenfed by {ihese demanids
would be nt least from £3,000 to £4,000
a year, so that the bighest amount the
board wouid have at their disposal for
the paymemr of compensation would not
exceed £16,000 a year, Another reason
for objecting to the proposal was that
once we agreed to this eompensation be-
ing levied wpon the trade, it would be
used as an argument against any increase
of license fees. Still another reason was
the unfairness of forcing well conducted
hotels to pay compensation for the clos-
ing down of other hotels which had not
been earried on in the same satisfactory
manner., He did not regret the part he
had taken in striking ount these ecompensa-
tion claunses. As for the claim that the
licensees were legally entitled to ecom-
pensation, il was to be remembered that
the New South Wales Parliament had been
practically unanitous in the opinion that
the trade were not entitled to any com-
pensalion. He regretted very much that
the member for East Fremantle and-
others hail attempted to delay the taking
of a loeal option poll for ten years. It
was a cruel proviso, and some day those
hon. members who had supported it wounld
regret the decision arrived at.

Mr. COLLIER : Tt was useless wasting
time discussing the matter and trying to
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convinee the member for Hast Fremantle,
al whose instance the term was fixed at
1920, or the .Attorney General, or the
members for Beverley and Lrwm who were
financially interested in botel properties.
But the member for East Fremantle could
be reminded that in imposing the limit
of 10 years he was doing it by the aid
of members who bhad fought him all
through the Bill, and by the aid of mem-
bers who were regarded as favourahle to
the liquor intevests. It had heen doubt-
ful whether the member for (laremont vr
the member for East Iremantle really
represented the temperance people, but
one could decide now between those two
members, because whatever the views of
the member for East Fremantle might be
in regard to the Bill, his proposal for a
10 vears’ limit practically killed the Bill,
There were 30 hotels within an area of
400 square yards at Bonlder, and if the
people had an opportunity of expressing
an opinion they wonld at onee reduce
those hotels by one half, but by the pro-
posal of the member for East Fremantle
they were to be gagged for 10 yemrs. It
was idle to argue that the position would
not be serious because of the increase of
our population. There was no inerease
of population where practically a third of
the people lived; in faet, if the member
for Beverley was to be believed, the popu-
lation on the goldfields was decreasing
very rapidly, though the hotels wonld re-
main the same. In regard to doing an
injustice, the member for East Fremantle
had voted on many oceasions during the
passage of the Bill to imponse an injustice
on property owners. The e¢losing of wine
and beer licenses would impose a far
greater injustice than any cited by the
hon, member. It heat one why the mem-
ber for Fast Fremantle had joined hands
on this point with the member for Fre-
mantle, who was supposed speciallv to
represent the liquor trade,

Mr. ANGWIN: Those who had spoken
were agreenble to supporting the member
for Claremont, but the only difference
between the amendment and the clanse
as previously passed by the Committee
was the differenee as to time. The member
for Kanowna wonld see that if the resolu-
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tion were carried in favour of a reduction
it did not follow that another 10 years
would be given if the people did not de-
sive it, therefore the hon. member’s argu-
ment was knocked to the wind. Ten years
was a {air thing tor fuli compensation;
some  eonsidered six years suflicient; it
was only a difference of a few years' time.

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

. Ayes .. .. .. 158

Noes .- .. .27
Majority apainst Lo 12
AYER,

Mr. BaLh Mr. McDowall

Mr. Bolton Mr. O’Loghten

Mr. Collter Mr. Scaddan

Mr. Foulkes Mr. Swan

Mr. Gill Mre. Walker

Mr. Hejitmann Mr. Ware

Mr. Hudson Me. Price

Mr. Johnsen {Teller).

Noes

Mr. Angwin Mr. Male

Mr. Brown Mr. Mitchell

My, Butcher Mr. Monger

Mr. Carsco Mr. S. F. Moors

Mr. Cowcher Mr. Murphy

Mr. Daglish Mr. Nanron

Mr. Davies Mr. Oshern

My. Draper Mr. Plesse

Mr. George Mr. Troy

Mr. Gourley Mr. Underwood

Mr. Gregory Mr. A. A. Wilson

Mr. Harper Mr. F. Wlilson

Mr. Horan Mr. Gardon

Mr. Jacoby (Teller).

Amendment thus negatived.
. The ATTORNEY GENERAT moved a
further amendment—

That the following be added to stand
as Subelause {:—At the taking of
erery local option vote the following
questions shall be submitted to the elec-
tors, mamely:—Do you vele that all
new publican’s general licenses in the
district shall be held by the State? Are
yout in farvour of State management
throughout the district? And the vot-
ing papers shall be in the forms in the
Seventeenth Schedule.”

Amendment passed :
amended agreed to.

Clanse 78—What majority is required
for carrving resolutions:

thé clanse as
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Mr. FOULKES 1moved an amend-
ment-— .

That in line 1 of Subclause 2 the
words “three-fifths at least” be struck
out and “a majority” inserted in leu.

That would mean a majority would decide.
Amendment put, and a division taken
with the following result:—

Ayes 20
Noes - 22
Majority against o2
Avea,
Mr. Angwin Mr. O'Loghlen
My, Bath Mr, Price
Mr. Bolion My, Scaddan
Mr, Collier Mr. Swan
Mr. Foulkes Mr. Troy
Mr. Gill Mr. Walker
Mr. Gourley Mr. Ware
Mr. Horan Mr. A. A. Wilson
Mr. Hudson Mr. Heitmann
Mr. Johnson (Teller).
Mr. McDowall
Noxa.

Mr. Brown * Mr. Mitchell
M. Butcher Mr. Monger
Mr. Carson Mr. 8. F, Moore
Mr. Cowcher Mr. Murphy
Mr. Daglish Mr. Nanson
Mr. Davies Mr. Osborn
Mr. Draper Mr. Plesse
Mr. George Mr, Underwood
Mr, Gregory Mr. F. Wilson
Mr. Harper Mr. Gordon
Mr. Jacohy (Teller).
Mr. Male

Amendment thos negatived.

Members’ Places in Division,

Mr. Walker: May I ask whether the
votes of those members sitting behind the
Speaker's chair were counted in the divi-
sion?

The Chairman: Yes.

Mr. Walker: I raise an objection, for
members in divisions must be in their
Places before the Speaker’s chair and to
the right and left of 4t.

The Chairman: The doors are locked
and all members on the floor of the House
are counted.

Mr., Walker: The chairs on which the
members sat are generally occupied by
strangers and in all other Chambers they
are considered to be outside the Chamber
when a division is taking place.
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The Chairmau: The doors are locked
and members on the floor of the House
have their votes taken.

Dissent from Chairman’s Ruling.

Mr. Walker: I desire to dissent from
the ruling, on the seore that the Chairman
has ruled that those who were sitting out
of the seats allotted to members can he
counied in a division. In challenging the
ruling I do so more particniarly as, dur-
ing this division, a stranger was seated in
that portion of the House; at all events
be is sitting there now. I refer to Dr.
Stow, the Parliamentary Draftsman. The
plaee the members were in when the divi-
sion was taken is usually allotted to
strangers and there is no more reason
why the chairman should eount members
sitting in that portion of the building
than that he should eount those silting in
the higher galleries, or the memhers of
Hansard, who are in the same position,
relatively speaking, as those sitting in the
portion of the House to which I have re-
ferred. I have never known in any As-
sembly that the votes of members sitting
in that portion of the House were
counfed; generally that portion of the
House is left for members who wish to
watch a division without participating in
it. We know what might. happen if a
proceeding of that kind be allowed to
pass. The Standing Orders provide that
members in a division shall if possible be
seated; this means that they shall be in
their seats.

The Minister for Works: On a point
of order I should like to point out that
the hon. member’s remarks should be ad-
dressed to the Speaker, seeing that he has
challenged a ruling of the Chairman al-
ready given,

Mr. Walker: 1 agree with the hon.
member. I was merely stating the pre-
liminary point. It is just as well, how-
ever, that a discussion should take place
hefore the Speaker. 1 move—

That the Cheirman having ruled that
those members sitting behind the Chair
in the portion of the House allotied to
strangers may be counted in divisions,
the ruling of the Chair be dissented
from.
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The Preier: I wish to take exeeption
_ to the statement of this case. Members

were not seated behind the Chair, they
were seated on that portion of the floor
allotted to strangers.

Mr. Walker: That is a matter of argu-
ment with Mr, Speaker.

Mr. Speaker resumed the Chair.

The Chairman reported that the mem-
ber for Kanowna had moved to dissent
from a ruling given in Committee in re-
ference to members’ places in division.

Mr. Walker: In drawing the atteation
of the Honse to this, to me, an important
matter, 1 wish first of all to vefer to
Standing Order 197, which says, “When
the doors Liave been locked and all mem-
bers are in their places, the Spealer shall
put the guestion before the House, and
then direct the Ayves to take seats to the
right of the Chair, and the Noes io the
left, and shall appoint one teller for each
party.” Then Standing Order 201 reads,
“Members having taken seats.as far as
possible every member shall then be
counted, and his name taken down by the
teller on either side, who shall sign his
list and present the same to the Speaker,
who will deelare the resuli to the House.”
T submit there is only one reading to these
Standing Orders. First of all when the
doors have been locked all members shall
be in their places. That is the first step in
a division., Next, after the question has
been pui, members, according to the side
they decide to vote upon, shall pass to
the right of the Speaker, or to the left;
that is to say, they shall go to the seats
on either side of the Speaker allofted to
members. That is the first and necessary
thing to be done. In the instance fo
which I have taken exception, votes were
connted in the seats, not strictly speaking
the seats of members in this Honse, but
seats in a place of honour under privi-
leges granted by the Speaker to distin-
guished strangers, or sometimes to those
who might not be altogether deserving of
that eclassification.  An official of the
Public Works Department, an officer from
any department required by a Minister
in this Chamber may sit in that portion
where hon. members, not strietly attend-
ing to their duties, but observing the busi-
ness of the House, may take their seats.
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To all intents and purposes those who are
sitling in that portion of the House are
as much outside of it as the Hansard staff
are outside this Chamber, and if the votes
are to be eounted simply because they
ave technieally on the Speaker’s right
but not in their places, then the
Speuaker will count the member who hap-
pens to have climbed up into the stran-
zer’s gallery after the doors have been
locked, A}l diseipline is at an end imme-
diately if those innovations are to remain,
and there is nothing to prevent us having
eonfusion in the eounting of votes if this
process is allowed to go on.

My, Seaddan: They ave not counted as
seals,

Mr. Walker: They are not seats in the
House; they are there for the accommoda-
tion of strangers, I remember reading of
one extraordinary division which was
taken in the House of Lords, where 10
votes were secidentallv counted through
a division of this kind, and which ser-
iously affected the Counstitutional develop-
ment of the country. There was one man
present, and the numbers were given as
10 too many. It arose out of a person
having been seen in that portion of the
House just coming in and being about 10
times as big as any other man, and he
was counted as 10 votes, and the division
went as such. 1 do not anticipate any-
thing of that kind here, but if we are go-
ing to have Standing Orders we must

obey them.

Mr. George: And earry them out en-
lirely.

Mr. Walker: Strictly.

Mr. George: But we do not.

Mr., Walker: We are drifting, and if
we are to continue to drift this House
will not be an Assembly, it will be a
rabble, T will submit the point now, Mr.
Speaker, that we eanot depart from the
Standing Orders that we have laid down,
and that in a division we must be spee-
jally striet above all things. The locking
of the doors and going through the cere-
monial of posting officers at the doors is
in keeping with the surroundings of (he
division, We go throngh these formulas.
not as a farce, but for eorvectness and
if, after doing this, we are eareless we are
vinlating our Standing Orders. T ask
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. ¥ou, My, Bpeaker, to read particularly
Btanding Order 197, which says—“All
members are in their places.” That is
when the doors are locked, That did not
bappen in this division, All the members
were not in their places. That cannot be
read in any other way, except that every
member must be in his particular seat.
Then the Speaker shall put the guestion
before the House and direct the Ayes to
take their seats to the right of the Chair,
not behind the Chair, or practically out-
side the Chamber, buf absolntely to the
right of the Chair, in that portion of the
House allotted strietly to members, and to
members only. That part of the House
where members were seated on this div-
ision is the part allotted to strangers.

The Attorney General: If your eon-
struction is eorrect it is one which has
never been followed,

My, Walker: If the hon, member knows
the history of the Parliaments of the
States he will know that the rule lias never
been violated, excepting in this Chamber,
In no other Parliament in Australia will
the hon. member find instances similar
to those which have oeeurred here, A
thousand things have oeenrred in this
Chamber whieh we ought to be ashamed
of. Reading these two Standing Orders
together we comnot but aceept the division
taken just now as irregular. The votes
were wrongly counted, and I ask that it
be disallowed, or otherwise that the div-
ision be retaken.

The Premier: 1 contend that all hon.
members who are. on the floor of the
Chamber when the doors are locked must,
according to our Standing Ovders, be
counted in the division. If it should hap-
pen that members on the floor of the
Chamber were in such a position that they
could not be counted by the tellers, and if
it be proved they were, I maintain that
the division wonld be invalid. All hon.
members seated to the right of the Speak-
er have always been connted in divisions,
and that has been the enstom for time im-
memorial, in this House at any rate.

Mr. Bath: It is only a recent occur-
rence,

The Premier: If they ean be seen by
the tellers they ean be counted in the div-
Jsion. What T want to ask is, does the
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hon. member wish to dispute the division
whieh has been taken? Does he wish that
division to be annulled?

Mr. Hudson: He asks that it should be
retaken,

Mr. Walker: I ask for an alternative.
Bither disallow those votes, or retake the
division in aecordance with the Standing
Orders.

The Premier: What is the object of re-
taking the division, when the ecustom
which has been adopted in the Assembly
for many years past has been followed?

Mr. Walker: It is a breach of our
Standing Orders.

The Premier: The hon. member re-
ferred to the Hansard reporters. I want
to point out that the Hansard reporters
are nof on the floor of the Chamber, they
are seated in their own gallery, and if
he takes exception to them, he might just
as well take exception to the ladies who
are seated in the gallery above, or to the
strangers who are seated in any of the
galleries in this Chamber. It is quite
true that officers of Parliament, and dis-
tinguished strangers have, on oceasions,
been permitted to sit on the floor of the
Chamber. That has been done by the
courtesy of the House, through the
Speaker. That is the custom that applies
to all Parliaments so far as my experi-
ence, at any rate in the Commonwealth
of Australia, 1s concerned.

Mr. Walker: And anyone sitting with
them is not counted with them.

The Premier: Strangers mnst withdraw,

Mr. Walker: No, they need not with-
draw.

The Premier: Standing Order 194 says,
that previously to any division strangers
shali, if ordered, withdraw from the body
of the House.

Mr. Scaddan: “If ordered.”

The Premier: They are always ordered
to withdraw,

Mr., Walker: No.

The Premier: If they remained here
they would soon withdraw, but they do
not remain.

Mr. Walker: If Sir George Reid
wanted to witness a division, do you mean
to say vou wounld not let him sit there?

The Premier: If a distinguished visitor
were here he would be required to with-
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draw during a division, but be certainly
would withdraw of his own accord, and
if he did not he would be ordered to with-
draw by the Speaker or the Chairman, as
the case mayv be. There is no question
about it. Standing Order 199 gets out
clearly that every member present in the
Chamber when the guesiion is put shall
be reguired to remain and vote. Is it
not idle to argue that members must
come in on the division bells ringing, and
must take their seats, and must then pass
over to one side or the other when the
question is put? That is not done; it has
never been done during my fourteen years
experience, [ wounld like to remind you,
Sir, that this qunestion has been raised he-
fore, and the Chairman of (Committees
has ruled that every member on the floor
of the House, no maiter where he may
sit, must be counied by the tellers.

Mr. Bath: The Premier has pointed
out, indeed it is admitted, that the Stand-
ing Orders say that hon. members must
take their places, and when ordered by
the Chairman or Speaker as the case may
be, must pass from one side to the other
according to the manner they wish to
vote, whether for the Aves or the Noes.
But he has neglecied to point out that
being required to take their places in the
first place it would be a very peculiar con-
struction to place on the Standing Order
to say that in passing over o the other
side they were to be permitted to leave
those places aliotted to members in the
House whether on the one side or the
other and take up others. It would
be altogether foreign to the interpreta-
tion of the Standing Orders, and if we
are to be pguided by the Standing Orders
we munst accept them in the literal sense,
and not in the easy-going sense the Prem-
ier would have. The Premier argues in
justification of neglizence on this oeeasion
that we have heen negligent in the past,
and that the Standing Orders have not
been observed; but I submit that if at
any time a doubt arises, and the point is
submitted for the Speaker’s decision, the
question must inevitably be decided by
the Standing Orders notwithstanding any
extent to which we have permitted
breaches of those Standing Orders in the
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past. The Premier himself has been one
of the most active on many oecastons in
this House in using to the fullest extent
the anthority of the Standing Orders in
order to enforee decisions where, per-
liaps, laxity has permitted some depart-
ure from the Standing Orders. | have
heard the Premier repeatedly use the
Standing Orders, and urge them as the
authority for eertain action being taken,
and indeed he has used them to such effect
that the ruling has been given in aceord-
ance with the Standing Order he has
hrought forward in faveur of his view.
As the member for Kanowna points out,
it would lead to a very disorderly condi-
tion of things if hon. members were per-
mitted to depart from the Standing Or-
ders and vote other than in the places
allotted to them in the House; because
it wounld mean that instead of one chair,
which it has been the custom to have in
that ecorner of the Chamber for the accom-
modation of visitors, or for the Speaker,
we wonld have additionzl chairs placed
there untl a large number of members
might be assembled in that eorner, and
not in the places allotted to them, and
where they should be in carrying out their
dnties. Tt has been pointed out that it
is not necessary that strangers should
withdraw,

The Premier: It is necessary.

Mr. Bath: Noj only if they are or-
dered. The member for Yilgarn has
drawn the Premier’s attention to one oc-
casion when Sir George Reid oceupied a
seat in the corner while a division was
being taken.

The Premier: Was he counted in the
division?

Myr. Bath: No; he was on the floor of
the Honse, and he was not counted, which
is the very strongest argument in faveunr
of the coniention of the member for
Kanowna, elearly showing that it is
not regarded as one of the seats of the
House. T submit that the Standing Or-
ders ought to be enforced, and the divis-
ion annalleit or else taken again, and that
any alternative to that course involving
the eounting of persons sitting in other
than their places in the House should be
followed up by the removal of those =eats
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from the eorner, other than the seat which
vou, as Speaker, may from time to time
occupy, and another seat which would be
specially reserved for any distinguished
visitor who might be brought on to the
floor of the House., That would be abso-
lutely essential if the rnling is againsi the
point raised by the member for Kanowna.
Then, I submit one of the first £aets must
be to lay down a rule that hon. members
cannot ocenpy those seats in the cornmer
if they are to be counted in a division, and
that these seats must be strictly reserved
for distinguisbed visitors who by the
courtesy of the House, through you, ave
admitted to the Roor of the House.

Mr. Jacoby: It is within the province
of the House to decide which portion of
it shall be eonsidered as within the Cham-
ber and which without, and if members
decide that that corner should be connted
as without the Chambey it will be neces-
sary to put some railing round it.

Mr. Walker : In almost every other
House there is such a railing.

Mr. Facoby: That is so, but that corner
was originally used for the Speaker's
chair, and for visitors, such as the Presi-
dent of the Legislative Couneil, and other
distingnished visitors who might visit the
House. But, whenever a division was
taken, all strangers withdrew. If the
Speaker remained in his seat his vote was
always counted in the diviston. I snb-
mit that as there has been ne enclosure
around that corner any member within the
locked doors and the Bar wust have his
vote counted,

Alr. Bolton: What if he is behind the
Speaker’s Chair? -

Muv. Jacoby: T submit that if a member
ig within the locked doors and behind the
Speaker’s Chair, if discovercd he shonld
be counted. Anyhow, it was the inten-
tion of hon. members who sat in the cor-
ner in this division to have their votes
recorded, and until we rail off a position
there we will have an imaginary line
dividing a2 member off from within the
Chamber. I was the first Speaker in this
Chamber, and I mied that all members

within the locked doors must vote.
We have followed that ever since.
It is no innovation, and if any

127y

alternative is to be made, it is only fair
to members that they should be notified of
it, and a portion reserved in that eorner.
1t it be reserved, as being without the
Chamber, it ecould be railed off to proteet
members. Otberwise there would be only
an imaginary line dividing a position
within the House from a position with-
ont. Tt seems absurd that we should lock
the doore on members beyond an imagin-
ary line.

Mr. Bolton: It is not possible to loek
the doors behind the Speaker’s Chair.

Myr. Jacoby: Whether or not they are
as a matter of fact locked, technically
they are locked, and the Bar also. Stand-
ing Ovder 194 provides that previous to
any division strangers shall, if ordered,
withdraw from the House, and it has been
the eustom to order strangers to withdraw.

Mr. Walker: Never one instance of it.

My, Jacoby: What we want to diseover
is, What is the body of the House? 1
submit that it is any position within the
locked doors.

Mr. Walker: Ave those in the Speak-
er’s gallery behind the House?

My, Jacoby: They are not within the
locked doors. If members consider it de-
sirable that a portion of the Chamber
should be ruled off for distingnished visi-
tors there is nothing to prevent this being
done; but I submit that if no railing is
there metnbers sitting within the locked
doors must be counted as voting.

My, Draper : The Standing Orders
are not clear, but 1 eannot see anything
providing that a member must be seated
in one of the seats reserved for members
when a division is taken. Standing Or-
der 107 provides that when the deors have
been locked and ali the members are in
their places the Speaker shall put the
question before the House and then direct
the “Ayes” to take seats to the right of
the Chair and the “Noes” to the left, and
shall appoint one teller for each party.
There we have preseribed what is to be
done in taking a division and what has
to be done consecutively, and what is, as
a matter of fact, always done conseen-
tivelv. Members voting for the “Ayes”
pass to the right. and members voting for
the “Noes” pass {o the left, Mr. Gordon



1230

is appointed teiler for the “Ayes” and
Mr. Underwood teller for the #Noes”
That takes place every time. If “places”
means what is suggested in the House we
should have the Government on every
division sitting in their places in the
House and the Qpposition sitting in their
places in the House. At least that would
be the result of the literal interpretation
suggested by the member for Kanowna.

Mr. Walker: No; it is not. Will you
allow me an explanation? I do not want
to he misrepresented like that.

Mr. Draper: On that really the member
for Kanowna founds the whole of bhis
argument, aud he says that because “their
seats™ is used in that Standing Order—

Mr. Walker: Let me explain exactly
what I did say so that there will be no
loss of time. The doors have been locked
and all the members are in their places.
That is the first step—they are in the
seats usually occupied by them. Then
the Speaker puts the question and directs
the “Ayes” and the “Noes” to seat them-
selves to the vight or left of the Chair.
There can be no false construetion on that.
As all the Government members will be
seated in their Treasury chairs and the
Opposition in their Opposition chairs,
when the question is put it may be neces-
sary for all of the Government members
te walk te the Opposition side and take
seats on the Opposition side, and for the
Opposition members to walk to the Gov-
ernment side and take seats on the Gov-
ernment side. Those are the directions
in the Standing Order, and no miseon-
struction or perversion of it 1s possible.

Mr. Draper: The hon, member has just
antieipated what I was about to say. He
founds his argument on Standing Order
201. When he uses the word “seats” he
means the seafs reserved for the 50 mem-
bers, but there is no neeessity to put that
construetion on it. He argues that by
Standing Order 197 members should be
in their plares, and that when “seats” are
spoken of it can only mean the places re-
served for members. Standing Order 201
says, “members having taken their seats:”
but it does not stop there, it says, “mem-
bers having taken their seats as far as
possible every member shall be counted.”

.shall direct
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If every member is to take one of the 50
seats, what is to bappen to the poor un-
fortunate fellers? Are they fo unscrew
their seats and take them over to the
Clerl’s table to count the division? This
reduces the thing to an absurdity and is
simply ignoring the practice of the Honse,
and reading the Standing Orders in a
manner in which they were never intended
to be read,

Mr. Walker: I like you as an authority
on Standing Orders.

Mr. Draper: I do not profess to be a
greater authority on them than the mem-
ber for Kanowna, but I claim equal right
with the hon. member of expressing my
views on them; and until the hon. member
can point out something in black and
white speecificially eontradicting the prac-
tice of the House, I submit the ordinary
practice shonld prevail,

Mr. MeDowall: The most remarkable
thing about this debate is that much seems
so absolutely unnecessary. If hon. mem-
bers on the “Ayes” side of the House on
oceasions of this land would take the
tronble to at least gei to the right of the
Speaker there would be no necessity for
an argument like this. I do not think
we find arguments of this deseription
cropping up so far as those on the Op-
position side are concerned.  Standing
Order 197 reads, “And then the Speaker
the Ayes to take seais fo
the right of the Chair and the Noes to
the left, and shall appoint one teller for
each party.” I ask anybody with com-
mon sense to say whether the rear of the
Speaker’s Chair is the right of the Chair.
It is certainly in that direetion, but it is
not to the right of the Chair.

Mr. Jacoby: I am nof to the right of
the Chair on the cross benches.

Mr. Mc¢Dowall: You are to the right
of the Chair as intended by this Standing
Order. There is no doubt that this
Standing Order is meant to read that
members shall take seats, the seats that
are set apart for members of the Honse—
and those seats at the rear of the Speaker
are not set apart for members of the
House. *

Mr. George: They are convenient.
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Mr. McDowall: They may be conveni-
ent, and it is the convenience of them
that makes some members of this Assem-
bly so slovenly and so lazy, if I may use
the term, as to desire to nse them.

Mr. George: They made me vote the
other night when T was sitting at the writ-
ing table.

Mr, MeDowall: And we had the pleas-
ure of seeing the hon. member voting on
both sides on the same question. That
iz evidence of laziness and slovenliness
and of not listening to the debate.

Mr. George: I cannot allow the hon.
meimber to charge me with things foreign
to my nature; I am net lazy nor slovenly.

Mr. Troy: Is the member for Murray
in evder in continually rising as he does
and making irrelevant speeches? Tt is
nearly time he was rebuked.

Mr. MeDowall: I have mueh pleasure
in withdrawing the expression “sloven-
liness,” but I would like to substitute that
under the cirenmstances, considering the
hon. member voted on one occasion one
way and on another oecasion another way
ou the same subject, it was not slovenli-
ness bot want of intelligence.

Mr, George: T must explain my posi-
tion. At the time referred to T bad no
idea that a division was in progress, and
I was sitting at the writing tahle. My
vote was then claimed,

Mr. Seaddan: Can the hon. member
make a personal explanation when an-
other memher is addvessing the Chair?

Mr. Speaker: Not at that stage.

Mr. MeDowall: T vepret having been
interrnpted so frequently, also thai the
modunlation of my veice does not admit
of the member for Murray understanding
me; but it is ecurious that whenever I refer
in the slightest way to him he seems to
understand me thoroughly. It is the mem-
ber for Murray who brings all these
things on himself. He is so thin-skinned
and continually rises unnecessarily to
points of order. I de not think it would
be any advantage {o us to have a divi-
sion, which would be in a sense the same
one over again, for the result would be
the same; but it might have the effect of
causing members who have been in the
praciice of sitting in the corner coming
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forward into the House to vete. If the
discussion does nothing else it will have
the effect of making members obey the
Standing Orders, to some extent, or, at
all events to eomport themselves with a
ceriain amount of dignity and come for-
ward into the centre of the House instead
of sitting in the ecorner and expecting
their votes to he counted.

My, Speaker: T do not know the case
referved to in eonnection with Sir George
Teid: it did not happen in oy time, but
T know 1he practice for the last 20 years
in this Assembly. Standing Order 199
says—

Fvyerv member present in the House
when the gnestion is then put will be
required to remain and vote.

There ean be no question as to which ¢on-
tention is right or wreng, and I therefore
uphold the decision of the Chairman of
Committees.

Dissent from Speaker’s Ruling.

Mr, Walker: 1 desire to disagree with
your ruling. I do not wish to prelong the
discussion now, so I give notiee that next
Thursday night I will move that this
House disagrees with Mr. Speaker’s rul-
ing on the point snbmitted to the Chair-
man of Committees as follows:—“That
the Chairman having ruled that those
members sitting behind the Chair in the
portion of the House allotted to strangers
may be counted in divisions the ruling of
the Chair be dissented from.”

Mr. Speaker: Standing Order
says— .

If any objection is taken to the ruling
or decision of the Speaker such objec-
tion must be taken at onee,

I certainly admit that on one previous
oceasion the debate on a similar motion
was allowed to take place ob a subsequent
date,

Mr. Walker: I am only doing this for
the eonvenience of the House.

The Premier: Have a division on it
now,

Mr. Walker: If that is the way the
Premier looks at it, T must proceed at
once, I, however, ask the courtesy of the
House to allow an adjournment. T do
not believe in discussing a matter of this
importance, for it is of some importance,

141



1232

at this wur and without being prepared
with my authorities. There are authorities
upon this point which 1 ean amass and
bring torward. Surely the Government do
not want to take a catch division on this
point?  Every member is as proud of
the Assembly and as desirous of preserv-
ing its dignity as [ am. No member shounld
bezrudze a little time being spent in de-
ciding this question, With the indulgence
of the House I propose to have the mat-
ter debated, not at length, for I do not
want to do it at length, on Thursday
night, so that I can bring forward my
anthorities,

The Attorney General: The practice in
the British House of Commons is that if
a ruling of the Speaker be disagreed with
it can only be on a motion tzken on a
subsequent date. Notice of motion for a
subsequent date is given at the time the
roling is disagreed with. Our practice
is precisely the opposite, for the objection
must be dealt with immediately, Consid-
ering that the hon. member only a few
minutes ago urged members strictly to
abide by the Standing Orders, if is sin-
gular that be should ask us now not to
abide by our own Standing Orders but to
follow the practice of the House of Com-
mons, which T admit is a better one than
our own. It is open to any member fo
have the Standing Orders suspended if
the House approves, bnt I submit that
this case 1s not of sufficient importance to
have an adjournment,

Mr. Walker: T have taken the objec-
tion and ask permission to have the de-
bate adjourned.

The Attorney General: Standing Order
140 says—

Tt shall be eompetent for any mem-
ber to take Lhe sense of the House after
the Speaker has given his opinion, and
in that case any member may address
the House upon the question.

Standing Order 104 says—

If any objection is taken to the rul-
ing or decision of the Speaker such ob-
jection must be taken at once.

Take these Standing Orders together and
it is perfectly clear that it is provided
that the sense of the House mnst be taken
at once, not at a future date. TIn that re-
spect we depart from the praetice of the
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House of Covnmous, pussibly unfortun-
ately; but I submit that in the present
instance the point raised by the hon.
member is not of such importance that it
is necessary for an adjournment in order
to determine the question; it ean be
settled immediately and by the vote of
members,

AMr. Hudson: lt seems to me that the
Standing Orders are yol to be taken too
literally aceerding tv the ruling yon have
given, You have departed from the striet
praciice of having this discussion settled
at once and ] submit that the regquest of
the hon. member is net an unreasonable
one. and fullowing the precedent you have
sel that the debate should be allowed to
be resumed at some subsequent date——

Me. Spealer: That has been done on
only one occasion, There is no doubt
abont the Standing Orders speaking for
themselves,

Mr. Walker: T believe I was the very
one who drew attention to the faet as
opposing then your ruling.

Mr. Gordon: It has been done dozens
of times before.

Mr. Walker: I am not asking the hon.
member to help me; there are no brains
that he can supply to help me. I am
quite aware that there is a Standing Or-
der, that immediately one disagrees with
vour ruling objection is to be taken at
ontce. There is no Standing Order which
says, that the House cannot adjourn a de-
bate or defer it to another date, The At-
torney General ecannol show me any. T
am oblized to draw attention to the won-
derful difference in the application of the
Standing Orders, If an hon, member on
the other side of the House refers to the
Standing Orders then the eustom of the
House, the previous practises, and the
habits we are growing into, anything can
be allowed to annul the Standing Orders.
but the moment anyone on this side of
the House wishes a literal interpretation
of a Standing Order, then the other side
savs, “No, a pound of flesh,” or “they
must be literally adhered to” or “yon shall
not be permitted to proceed.” I want to
state mv reasons for disagreeing with
vour ruling. You have a recollection that
repeatedly vou have had behind you,
on  your Twight, in what may be
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called the rear of the Chamber, dis-
tinguished visitors. You have allowed
them to sit there, and you mnst admit that
that is a portien of the House allotted to
strangers; that being se you cannot call
it the place for members. It is not a place
for members, therefore, people sitting
upon that side of the Chamber, and be-
hind the Chair, eannot by any strictness
of interpretation at all be said to ‘be on
the floor of the Howse, or to the right of
the Speaker. Snppose I wanted to wit-
ness a division, suppose I had paired, or
was not in a position to vote; or, I will
go further and say, I did not want to
vote, where ¢ould I go? ¥You wonld not
expect me to go into the strangers’ gal-
lery, or inio the reporters’ box. Yon
would allow me some portion of this
Chamber where I could sit, and where my
vote would not be counted, and that por-
tion of the House is the portion behind
you. I submit that I could sit there with
a stranger during the progress of a divi-
sion, and I could be free from being
counted, and though a member of the
House I should not be literally there for
voling purposes. That dais upon which
yon sit is the measure and commencement
of this Chamber; behind that dais is not
this Chamber. I wish to draw your re-
collection that Sir George Reid was in this
Chamber not very many meonths ago, and
some little time before he was appointed
High Commisstoner; he paid a visit to
this State, and he did us the honour to
visit this Chamber, and he sat where hon.
mentbers were sitting to-night, and if I
mistake not, you were in the Chair,

Mr. Speaker: It never happened in my
time.

Mr, Walker;: It was in your time,
but you may not have been in the Chair.
Sir George Reid sat and wiloessed a
division. T have been in Melbourne pretiy
well in the same position. I admit that
in Melbourne there is a bar level with
the Speaker’s dais. In Adelaide T was
not a member of Parliament, but T was
with members who did not want their
votes counted, and our position was anala-
gous to the position ocenpied by members
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to-night, I have repeatedly sat with dis-
tinguished visitors in New South Wales
during the progress of a division, and I
have seen in Queensland, New South
Wales, Victoria, and in South Australia
the state of affairs that I am just describ-
ing; that is, members, who were not vot-
ing, and strangers sitting together behind
the Speaker’s Chair while a vote was
being taken, a portion of the House,
and the ouly portion of the House
we have analogous to it. It is
used fov that purpose; it it al-
ways used for strangers when their
distinction warrants you giving them that
honourable position. How can we get
behind that? Your argument is that you
have always done it. T have known mauy
things that time has altered. I know that
there is no Assembly in Australia which
has been so loose in its conduct of busi-
ness as this Assembly. We have neg-
lected our Standing Orders repeatedly
but we can always find some one on the
other side of the House who kaows little
about them to get up and defend an abso-
late breach of the Standing Orders. My
object in disagreeing from your ruling
is to bave this matter corrected. You
have drawn onr attention to one Standing
Order upon which yon rely, and which,
I submit, does not help you very consider-
ably. That is all youn have to rely npon,
but it dees not help us. It says, “Every
member present in the Chamber when the
question is then put will he required to
vote” How does that help us? If yon
are going to say that that is part of the
Chamber, T say that if I happen to get
into the reporters’ gallery you will have
to eount my vote, beeanse literally the
same roof wonld cover me, but for voting
purposes 1 would not bhe in the Chamber.
Everyone to the right and left of you
must remain to vote. The first necessity
is that when the division bell rings, and
after the doors are locked, all members
shall be in their places. Now, no strain-
ing ean alter the meaning of thise words;
you cannot get over their meaning. Every
member of the House heing present in the
Chamber must oceupy the seat that is
known as his seat.
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The Minister for Mines: But we had
to vote with the Noes on the other side.

Mr. Walker: Yes; but this is the first
step that has ta be taken. This is before
the real division takes place; this is the
preparatory step to the division. When
the doors have been locked, and all the
members are in their places, this is the
first thing to be done. We have all to
get in our places—and I am not going to
allow anyoue to eseape from that, because
it is the first step essential to the ordinary
eonduet of the division. Now, when they
are all in their places, the Speaker shall
put the question before the House and
then direct the Ayes to take seats to the
right of the Chair.

Mr, Jacoby: It does net say “right
front”; it says “right.”

Mr. Walker: But it alludes to the seats
of the House; those are not seats of the
Honse. What is the good of quibbling?
Talk about wasting the time of the House!
Who does 1#t? Those who quibble on the
plain meaning of Enghsh words, The
hon. member surely 13 not blind enough
not to know the meaning of words. Are
those seats in the Speaker’s gallery to
the right of the Speaker, or those in the
strangers’ pallery to his right? Suppose
hon. members wanted to speak from those
corner seats—wounld they be allowed?

Mr. Jaeoby: T ean vote from yonr
chair, although T cannot speak from it.

Mr. Walker: There is the difference.
If the hon. member is anxious to learn;
if he is not so puffed up with self-coneeit
that he eannot be taught, T will draw his
attention——

Mr. Jacoby: Do not be insulting.

Mr. Walker: Do not be insulting to me.
If any member is conrteons to me he will
ficd no member more eourteons than T am.

Mr. Jacoby: You are very easily in-
sulted.

Mr. Walker: T am. I want to draw
attention to the difference between the
qualifications, in the first expression “take
their plaees” and in the other “take seats.”
In the first instanee all the members are
to be in their places, in their partieular
seats, and in the second instance thex
move across the Chamber and take any
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seats that are the seats of members in the
Chamber. Nothing could be plainer, and
more distinet—to the right, and to the left
of the Speaker. Then, every member pre-
sent in the House when the question is
put will be required te remain and vote.
That is to say, he cannot change his seat,
he cannot leave the Chamber, he cannot
cross the floor; he must remain in the
seat to which he has gone and vote. That
is the meaniug of it. And then, members
having taken seats—it does not say in
this instanee their particular seats—but
having taken seats, having reached the
other side and sat down, every rember
shalf then be counted. There conld be uo
possible misunderstanding of those words
if it were not to defend a mistake that we
have been committing time after time.
The plainest understanding in this As-
sembly would read those words as I read
them if there were not an ulterior pur-
pose.

The Premier: What is the ulterior pur-
pose?

Mr. Walker: To protect the mistakes
and continue to protect the mistakes that
have been made.

Mr, Jacoby: And will be made again.

Mr. Walker: But should not he. The
hon. member has been Speaker in the
House; yet he keeps up a running fire of
interjeetions, and speering comments. He
has been Speaker, and should be the first
to set an example in the observance of
the Standing Ovders, instead of which, if
attention is drawn to a breach of the
Standing Orders from this side, he de-
fends the breach. Now, Mr. Speaker, it
is possible you will be exonerated by a
vote of this Chamber; but that will not
make the error committed in the recent
division correet. It will not make a habit
into which we are drifting eorrect; it will
not heal the violation of the Standing
Orders which we have committed. T am
certainly doing my duly, and trying to
observe the Standing Orders. If we are
not to observe them, let us get rid of
them, and have a go-as-you-please, a free-
and-easy in this Assembly. If we are to
preserve the Standing Orvders let ns ve-
spect them. I have known the time when.
if it had been a question of rules and
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orders of the House, all party differences
would immediately have been sunk, and
for the purpuse of upholding the dignity
-and the rules and proeedure every mem-
ber would have voted for the observance
of those Standing Orders. 1 have seen
those times in other places, and I am sar-
prised to know that Standing Orders are
to he swayed up and down according to
the party which moves the Standing Or-
ders, or draws attention to a breach.

Mr. Speaker: I musi take exeeption to
the bon. member’s remarks when he says
“aceording to the side from which it is
moved.”

Mr. Walker: I am not alluding to you,
Sir, and if you take it to yourself I apolo-
rise. My intention is to allnde to those
hon. members who, whenever from this
side attention is drawn to a breach of the
Standing Orders, stand ap in their places
and defend that breach. That is netori-
ons. T am allnding to them, and I con-
demn them with all the vehemence of
which I am capable. We should not have
the namber of scenes in this Chamber if
it were not for the faet that those who
sit on this side eannot even be allowed
the privilege of protecting their own
Standing Orders. I move—

That the House dissents from Mr.

Speaker's ruling.

The Premier: It is unnecessary to fol-
low the hon. member through his argu-
ment in eonnection with this matter, be-
cause it 1s the second time he has placed
his views before the Honse. Of course
T mmst recognise. as he has put it so
clearly, that all the intelligence in eonnee-
tion with the rules of debafe of Parlia-
ment rests with the hon. members on that
side of the Honse. The hon. member has
said if somebody gets up on this side of
the Honse without any knowledge of the
snbject, and proposes to interpret the
Standing Orders—Well I think at least
he might be courteous enouch to grant the
rizht to hon. members even on the Gov-
ernment side of the House fo have
some commonsgense, apnd at anv rate
to have the richt to put their own inter-
pretation upon the Standing Orders
which he himself seeks to interpret, The
member for Kanowna wishes to convince
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us that Mr. Speaker’s ruling is wrong be-
cause he has brought himself to think that
is 8o, and he argues that becanse a me-
ber has been in the babit of sitting to the
right of the Chair, somewhat very slightly
to the rear, then that member is abso-
lutely belhind the Chair, and cannot be
in a place tbat can be characterised as a
portion of the (hamber. I wani to em-
phasise what the member for Swan (Mr.
Jacoby) by way of interjection said—
that if members sitting in the eorner to
the vight of the Chair are to the rear of
the Chair then most of the members on
the Government side of the House are to
the right-front of the Chair,

Mr. MeDowall: They are supposed to
he to the front.

The Premier: There iz nothing in the
Standing Orders to say they must be to
the front of the Chair. The Standing
Ovder says “to the right or to the left.”
I am not to the right of the Chair, but
T have the right to vote and speak in my
place here.

Mr. Bath: Could you speak from be-
hind the screen?

The Premier: Deeidedly not, and the
hon. member eould not speak from my
chair. He can sit and vote in my chair
or in any chair in the Chamber, but he
cannot speak from any chair in the Cham-
ber but his own.

Mr. Hudson: If a member is seated be-
hind the Speaker he cannot draw atten-
tion to any irregularity.

The Premier: When a division is in
progress he can draw attention {o an
irregularity from any position in the
Chamber. The member for Kanowna
bases his argument and asks us to dissent
from the ruling on the faect that strangers
have been zllowed on varions occasions
by the eourtesy of the House and Speaker
to sit in the chairs in the eorner of the
Chamber; but the hon. member knows the
argument will not hold water for a me-
ment. He asks what he wounld do as a
member if he desired to witness a divis-
ion withont taking part in it; would he
elamber into the Press gallery or info the
Hansard gallery. The obvious answer to
that is that he wounld go behind the Bar
of the House where there is plenty of
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room for any member who wishes to wit-
ness a division and not take part in it.
The hon. member makes the mistake that
because he thinks a thing is right it is
right and he lays down the rule that it
is vight. Surely there must be diseretion
in the matter? TIf he says he cannot do
a thing and another member says he ean
he must have the opportunity of trying it,
but if the Lon. member sits on a chair in
the corner referred to and tries to witness
a division he knows his vote will be
counted in accordance with the custom of
the House from time immemorial.

My, Walker: I will pair some night
and prove it.

The Premier: That, of course, will be
the proper way to test it. T submit that
when we propose to depart from what has
been the established custom in this Cham-
ber it would be much fairer to the House
if we tabled a motion and disenssed it and
decided whether we should alter the pro-
eedure or not, rather than springing it on
a question of this sort.

Mr. Walker: T did not want to spring
it

The Premier: We have been taking
divisions in this way and counting these
votes for vears,

Mr. Walker: I got so disgusted T had
to do it sometime,

The Premier: We have already had
two rulings on it, a Speaker’s, a Chair-
man's, and again to-night Mr, Speaker’s
—always in the direction that no matter
which portion of the floor 2 member ocen-
pies, whether to the right or the left of
the Chair, he must be counted in the divi-
sion. If the hon. member wants to alter
that and make some fresh arrangement
and make a portion of the Chamber out-
side the doors of the Chambher as it were,
then T submit——

Mr. Walker: He is in the gangway.

The Premier: Members ean stand in
the gangway.

Mr. Bath:
against it.

The Premier: The Standing Order says,
“Members having taken seats as far as
possible:” and in nine cases out of ten
when we are taking divisions members
are standing in the gangways,

The Standing Order is
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Mur. Bath: You are bumping up against
the Standing Qrders,

The Premier: I am not. At any rate
if members want to alter the established
eustom of the Chamber the proper conrse:
is to table 2 motion in that direction.

Mr. Bath: You cannot table a motion
to upset a Standing Order.

The Premier: The hon. member ean
table a divection to the Standing Orders
Committee to alter the Standing Orders,
or he can tahle a motion that in future
the corner of the Chamber shall be railed
off and shall not ecount in divisions.

Mr. Bath: We do not want to alter the
Standing QOrders; we want them obeyed.

The Premier T maintain we are now
absolutely obeying the Standing Orders.
The Order says, “Members having taken
seats as far as possible every member
shall then be counted.” A seat is a seat
wherever it is, and if a member takes a
seat on the Aoor of the House whether it
be in the ecorner or in the rows——

My, Seaddan: 1t does not say anything
about the floor of the House.

The Premier: What is the hon. member
talking about ? The doors have to be locked
and the members have to be on the floor
of the House. They have to be insids.
Thex cannot be in their own seats. How-
ever, I maintain i is only wast-
ing  valuable time discussing a
question when members are fully con-
versant with the Standing Orders
and the custom of the House. I
hope it will be found that a majority of
the members are supporting Mr. Speaker
in his ruling on this oceasion.

Mr. Scaddan: The hon. member is
sumewhat stretehing the Standing Order
which states definitely that a member must
take a seat if one is available. Surely the
hon. member cannoi claim that when the
last division was taken seats were not
available.

The Premier: They were in seats.

Mr. Scaddan: I am speaking of the
seats provided under the Standing Orders.
The oniy seats provided for members are
those from which members can speak.
There is nothing in the Standing Orders
dealing with the seats oceupied by the
clerks. There is no reference to the seats
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oceupied on the floor of the House by
messengers or by visitors.

The Premier: If a member were sitting
on a messenger’s chair during a division,
his vote would be taken.

Mr. Seaddan: Such practices should
cease. Standing Order 64 states—

Every member of the House, when
he comes into the House, shall take his
place and shall not stand in any of the
passages ov ZANZWAYS.

The Clerk who has to keep the daily re-
cord of members attending would not en-
ter the namwe of a member whe did not
take oue of the proper seats.

My, Jacoby: A member must not in-
terjeer, hut that is frequently done,

My, Secaddan: Then the member dis-
obevs the Standing Orders,

The Premier: The hon. member has
stood in the gangway.

Mr, Scaddan: And on more than one
occasion I have been told it is disorderly
to stand in the gangways. Every time the
word “seats” is mentioned in the Standing
Orders veference is made to those pro-
vided for members and not those set apart
for strangers. The ruling is not in aecord-
ance with the Standing Orders. Apparent-
ly some members imagine that had the
raling been different a certain number of
votes would have been lost to the Minis-
terial side on the division but that is not
s0. Standing Order 203 states—

In case of eonfusion or error con-
cerning the numbers reported, unless
the same ean be otherwise corrected the
House shall proceed to another division.

Therefore the result of the division would
not have been altered, but we should have
got away from the practice of members
" sittine anywhere and getting their votes
recorded. How would the tellers know on
which side a man who was standing be-
hind the Speaker's dais intended to vote®

The Premier: There is an atfendant to
see that-members do not stand there.

Mr, Scaddan: The attendant is there to
see that the door is locked and that no
member enters or leaves the Chamber dur-
ing the division.

Mr. Jacoby: What if the member sits
at the writing table?

Mr. Scaddan: He should take the seat
provided for him. That is ordered so as

to assist tellers to count the numbers., In

the ITouse of Commons the procedure is

different, for members go into the lobbies.
Question (Dissent) put and negatived.

Commitiee Resumed.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL moved
a further amendment— )
That Paragraph (a.) of Subclause 4
be struck out.
What was needed was provided by an
amendment to the subsequent eclause.

Amendment passed; the c¢lause as am-
ended agreed to.

Clause 7TO—Effect of carrying resolu-
tions:

On motion by ATTORNEY GENERAL
the second proviso was steuck out and the
following inserted :—“Provided also that
if on the question ‘Do you vote that all
new publicans’ general licenses in the dis-
triet shall be held by the State? a ma-
Jority in number of the votes given is in
the affirmative, no new publican’s general
license shall be granted pwsuant to such
resolution except under the provisions of
Pari VI, of this Act”; also the following
proviso was inserted after Paragraph
(e.) :—*“Provided that if on the question
‘Do you vote that all new publicans’ gen-
eral licenses in the district shall be held
by the State? a majority in number of
the votes given is in the affirmative, no
new publican’s general license shall be
granted pursnant to sueh resolution ex-
cept under the provisions of Part VI, of
this Aect”; also Subelanse (2) was am-
ended by striking out “question,” and in-
serting “questions—‘Do you vote that all
new publicans' general licenses in the dis-
trict shall be held by the State?’ and.”

Clanse as amended agreed to.

Clanse 110—Licensed Premises not to
be open before or after certain hours:
Mr. FOULKES moved an amendment:
That in line 7 the words “half-past”
be struck out.
The object was to bring about the closing
of hotels at 11 o’¢clock instead of at 11.30.
The hour of 11 o’clock was late enough,
It would be interesting to know why the
Minister extended the time to 11.30. The
closing time 11 o’¢lock had been the law
of the eountry for forty or fifty years.



1283

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Under
the existing law power was given the resi-
dent magistrate to allow hotels te remain
open beyond the elosing hour and for a
long time the hotels in Perth remained
open until midoight. The hour proposed
in the clanse was reasonable. It was the
closing time in Vietoria,

Mr. ANGWIN: The amendment wonld
receive his support. One would have
thought that the Attorney General would
have given it support, especially in view
of the letter written by the Chief Justice
on the snbject of erime and the sale of
intoxicating liquor at late hours. He re-
gretted the amendment had not been made
earlier, Even at this late hour he would
sopport it.

12 o'clock, midnight.

Amendment put and a division ecalled
for.

Mr. Walker:
standing behind the screen.
ask that their votes be eounted.

Mr, Hudsor:: They were in the Cham-
ber and must vote. That was the ruline.

The Chairman: If the members re-
ferred to were within the precinets of the
Chamber they would have to take their
places where they could be seen.

Mr. Bath: Under the ruling of the
Speaker they would have to be counted
where they were if they chose to remain.

The Premier: The Chairman should
order them to take their seats.

The Chairman: It was impossible for
one to see any persons behind the seveen.
If there were any members standing hid-
den, but within the preeinets of the Cham-
ber, it was necessary that they shoald take
seats on the right or on the left,

[The members referved to took seats
upon the left of the Chairman.]

Mr. George: A pretty joke—worthy of
their intelligenee.

Mr, Price: With others he had heen
in the precinets of the Chamber and had
taken np a position exactly the same as
other hon. members had done a few
minutes earlier, only to the lef{ instead of
to the right. '

The Chairman: Order!

Certain members were
Ha would
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Division resulted as follows:—

Ayes . . .. 18
Noes .. .. ..o22
Majority against .. 4
AYES.
Mr. Angwin | Mr, O'Loghlen
Mr. Bath Mr. Price
Mr. Bolton Mr. Scaddan
Mr. Collier Mr. Troy
Mr. Foulkes t Mr. Walker
Mr. Gill | Mr. Ware
Mr. Gourley Mr. A. A. Wilson
Mr. Hudsen Mr. Heitmann
Mr. Jacoby (Teller).

Mr. McDowall

Noes.
Mr. Brown Mr. Mitchell
Mr. Cowcher Mr. Monger
Mr. Daglish Mr. 8. F. Moore
Mr, Davies Mr. Murphy
Mr. Draper Mr, Nanson
Mr. George Mr. Qsborn
Mr. Gregory ‘Mr. Plesse
Mr. Hardwlick Mr. Underwood
Mr. Harper Mr. F. Wilson
Mr. Horan Mr. Gardon
Mr, Keenan § (Teller).
Mr. Male i

Amendment thus negatived.

Clause put and passed.

Mr, Angwin: What abont Clause 1492

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: In the
hurry some difficulty had heen experi-
enced in getting the amendments ready
for the Notice Paper, and the drafting of
the amendments to Clause 149 did not
earry ont his intention; consequently he
did not propose to go on with that clause
at the present junctore,

Mr. SCADDAN: The Bill had been re-
committed for the specific purpose of eon-
sidering the amendments on the Notice
Paper, notwithstanding which the Mini-
ster was attempting to pass one by.

The CHATRMAN: The Minister in
charge of the Notice Paper had no desire
to proceed with the amendments to Clause
149.

Mr, SCADDAN: Then another wonld
do so0. Tle moved—

That all words belween “any,” in line

1, and “may’? in line 4. be struck out,

and “police officer” inserted in liew.
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The effect would be to do away with
the necessity for a constable to secure the
anthority of a superior officer to enter
upon licensed premises, Earlier in the
evening the Attorney General had told
him it was intended to effect the amend-
ment as he (the Minister) had come to
realise the desirability of deing away with
the special authority limitation.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: It was
his intention to have the amendment in-
serted in proper form when the Bill was
in another place. He desived that a police
officer should have power to enter upon
licensed premises if that officer had reason
to believe the law was being broken on
those premises. But if the amendment,
as it appeared on the Notice Paper, were
carried the clause would require further
amendment, because it wonld be more
stringent than was expedient. He had
refused to entertain the proposed amend-
ment at an earlier stage partly because he
had felt he conld not do so in view of the
charges then made against the superior
officers of the police force. On that oeea-
sion more than one member had stated
that the superior officers of the poliee
were in the habii of refusing permission
to constables to enter into public houses
because those officers desired fo  screen
licensed vietuallers. If he had there and
then agreed to the amendmeni it wonld
naturally have been supposed that by his
acceptance he endorsed those statements.
Then there had heen the further diffienlty
that whatever his own views in remard
to the clanse he was loth to alter it with-
out first eonsulting the police anthorities.
For something like 30 years it had been
necessary for a constable to obtain the
authority of two justices of the peace to
enter into a public house; but when the
clause was under diseussion by the Com-
mittee on a previens oeeasion that pro-
vision was modified to the extent of ren-
dering it necessary for a constable to
secure the aunthority only of his snperior
officer. On looking further into the ques-
tion, and the C(lommissioner of Police
having, when asked with reference to
allowing a police officer to act on his own
responsibility, stated unhesitatingly that
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he strongly favoured his officers being
allowed to aet withont previonsly obtain-
ing permission from superior officers, he
(the Attorney General) proposed to
amend the clause in the Legislative Coun-
¢il o make it corvespond to the provisions
of the Licensing Act recently passed in
Eugland. These gave power to the police
officer to enter a public house at any time,
provided the officer had veason to believe
that the law was being violated. There-
fore the amendment need not be pro-
ceeded with, except, perhaps, to carry the
prineiple. 1t would be necessary to ve-
draft the clanse at a later stage.

Myr. BATH: The Police Offences Act
gave power o police officers fo go on
licensed premises without permission
being obtained from superior officers or
Justiees.

The Afttorney General: Under certain
circumstances,

My. BATH: There was conflict. To
which Act should we look for guidance.

Mr. ANGWIN: Would the police be
permitted to enter clubs?

The Attorney General: Under ecertain
conditions.

Mr. ANGWIN: Tt was no wonder the
Commissioner readily agreed to the re-
quest of the Minister, becanse there wouild
be no interferenee with the privacy of the
places the Ministers generally visited.
The amendment could be accepted, be-
cause no police officer would zo on licensed
premises unless he had reason to believe
something was being done in violation of
the Aect.

Mr. REENAN: There was no difficulty
in drafting a clause to meet the views
enunciated by the Attorney General.

The Attorney General: There is no
difficulty, but, unfortunately, I have not
my draft here.

Mr. Scaddan: The Attorney (General
wants to get oni of the dranght.

Mr. KEENAN: The youngest member
in the Committee could draft a clause te
make it perfectly clear that a police
officer eonld enter on licensed premises
without having to seek the authority of
& superior officer if he had reason to think
some offence was being committed, Sub-
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clause 4 could be struck out in ifs en-
firety as it dealt with getting autbority
from the superior officer, and we sought
to aholish the geiting of that authority.
It was another thing, however, whether it
was advisable to give this zeneral power
to every constable, Irritating conduect on
the part of some junior econstable might
embarrass those with licensed premises.
He (Mr. Keenan) was not inclined to
give the general authority to every con-
stable however junior or inexperienced.
We might limit it to eonstables with so
many vears' service,

Mr. SCADDAN: A eonstable has cer-
tain lines of doty and conduct laid dowm,
If a constable was too young and inex-
perienced then he should not be in the
street doing duty. The Crown Law De-
partment, when an industrial dispute was
on in Perth, had men out in the street not
even numbered. Constables wonld not
be pemitted to enter licensed premises
simply to menace licensees. The superior
officer wonld not allow it to continue. If
the suggestion of the member for Kal-
goorlie were carried into effect a constable
who had reason to believe there was a
serious crime being commitied would he
debarred from going upon licensed pre-
mises as the law would not permit
him to do it, beeanse we thought him foo
inexperienced. On the same ground, we
should not permit a constable in the
streets to take any nofice of something he
saw, because he might make a mistake.
The fact was, constables were out doing
duty, and we should trust them with the
power to enter premises. I was not only
to deal! with offences against the Licen-
sing Act; there might be offences against
uany Act, There was no danger.

The Attorney General: I am not oppo-
sing it; if you wish to carry it to affirm a
prineiple, do so.

Mr. Seaddan: There was no reason why
licensed premises should not be open for
examination by a constable.

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

New clause—Disqualification (Licens-
ing Courts) :

[ASSEMBLY.]

The ATTORNEY GENERAL moved--

That the following be added to stand
as Clause 10:— (1) Any person who—
(a) Is a female; or (b) Has been con-
vicled and is under sentence of im-
prisonment for any offence punishable
under any law in force in this State;
or (c) Is an undischarged bankrupt;
or (d} Is of unsound mind; or (e)
Is interested beneficially in the manu-
facture or sale of liquor, or in any
premises licensed or proposed to be
licensed under this Aet, or who holds
any license whatsoever within the mean-
ing of this Act, or is beneficially inter-
ested in any trade or calling exercised
under any such licemse, shall be in-
capable of becoming or continuing a
member of a Licensing Court: Provided
that no person shall be disqualified by
reason only of —(1.) his having vested in
kim, as trustee, mortgagee, or otherwise,
« legal interest only in any premises,
or the profits thereof; or (4.) his being
a shareholder in an incorporated com-
pany holding or intending to hold by
its agent a license under this Act. (2)
Xo person shall act as a member of o
Licensing Court knowing Rimself to be
disqualified under this section. Pen-
alty: One hundred pounds.

The clanse dealt with the election of the
licensing courts and the disqualifications.
Mr. Scaddan: Why disqualify females?
The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Tn this
country ladies were not allowed to sit on
the magisterial hench nor in this House,
nor in municipal couneils or roads boards.
Mr. Scaddan: Well they should be.
The ATTORNEY GENERAL: That
was a matter of opinion. The provisions
were taken from the New Zealand Aet.
As the Committee had decided that two
of the three seats on the court should be
occnpied by elected members a wider
ehoice could be left to the electors than
wounld have been the case had there been
nominee boards.
Mr. SCADDAN moved an amend-
ment—

That paragrapk (e) of Subclause 1
be struck out.

The time had arrived for ns to get away
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from some of the old prejudices. There
was uo reason why females should not be
allowed to sit in Parliament, if the eleec-
tors thought fit, or on the licensing bench,
They eould exereise judgment on ques-
tions gubmitted to the licensing bench
equally as well as men.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: If a
departure were to be made to allow ladies
to sit on deliberative assemblies, let a be-
ginning be made with this Chamber.
Under the existing law they could not sit
in Parliament, municipal councils or roads
boards. There was no veason for the
innovation at present.

Mr. Scaddan: Good reasons.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL:
Stronger reasons than those submitted by
the hon. member were necessary before Le
could support the innovation.

Mr. ANGWIN: It might be beneficial
if some females were in Parliament. Be-
cause it had not been allowed in the past
there was no reason why a start should
not now be made. If there was one fe-
male on each licensing bench wmatters
would probably be deall with much more
effectively. The time had mrived when
we should realise that females were recog-
nised citizens of the State, If fhey were
fit to be enirusted with a vote they were
competent to sit on the lieensing benech.
It was to be hoped that the (‘ommittee
would agree to make the innovation,

Mr. GOURLEY moved—-

That progress be reported.

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

Ayes . .- 19
Noes 21
Majority against 2
Aves,
Mr., Angwin Mr. O'Loghlen
Mr. Bath Mr. Price .
Mr. Bolton Mr. Scaddan
Mr. Collier Mr. Troy
Mr. Gill Mr. Underwood
Mr. Gourley Mr, Walker
Mr. Hornn Mr. Ware
Mr. Hudson Mr. A, A. Wilson
Mr. Keonan Mr. Heltmann
Mre. MeDowall {Teller).
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Nogs.
Mr. Brown Mr. Male
Mr. Carson Mr, Mitchell
Mr. Cowcher Mr. Monger
Mr. Daglish ! Mr. 8. F. Moore
Mr. Davies "M Murphy
Mr. Draper Mr. Nanson
Mr. Gearge '+ Mr. Osborn
Mr. Gregory | Mr. Plessa
Mr. Hardwick | Mr. F. Wilson
Mr. Harper Mr. Gordon
Mr. Jacoby (Teller).

Motion thus negatived,

Mr. ANGWIN: The Attorney General
shonld give the Commitiee some reasons
for opposing the amendment. Women
had been given the franchise and the right
to sit in the Federal Parliament and
surelv they were fit to occupy a seat om
the licensing bench.

Amendment (Mr. Scaddan’s) put, and

a division taken with the folowing re-
sult:—
Ayes 13
Noes 27
Majorily against 14
Aves.
Mr. Apngwin Mr. Scadden
Mr. Hath Mr. Troy
Mr. Bolion Mr. Walker
Mr. Colller Mr. Ware
Mr. Gl Mr. A. A, Wilson
Mr. Hudson My, Heitmann
Mr. O'Loghlen (Teller).
Noes .
Mr. Brown Alr. McDowall
Ar. Car-on Mre. Male
Mr. Cowcher Mr. Mitchell
Mr. Daglish Mr. Monger
Mr, Davles Mr. 8. F. Hoore
Mr. Draper t  Mr. Murphy
Mr. George Mr. Nanson
Mr. Gourley Mr, Osbern
Mr. Gregory Mr. Plesse
Mr. Hardwick Mr. Price
Mr. Harper | Mr. Underwood
Mr. Horan . Mr. F. Wilson
Mr. Jacoby | Mr. Gordon
Mr. Keenan i (Teller).

Amendment thns negatived.

1 o'cloek am,

Mr.

BATH: It was his intention to
move to strike out all the words after
“female” down {o the end of subelause
(e), the desire being to have the words
proposed to be struck out included in a
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new eclause. It was disereditable to
women to be bracketed with eriminals and
lunatics. Women found places on boards
of guardians, educational boards, county
councils, and other public institutions
in England, where they had been recog-
nised as being amongst the best members
of those bodies; but in this Bill they were
elassed with eriminals and people of un-
sound mind as being unfit to oceupy seats
on the bench.

The CHAIRMAN: The amendment to
strike out the words could be accepted,
but not an amendment fo insert others.
The Committee bad been appointed speci-
ficially to deal with the amendments on
the Notice Paper, together with those
added by the member for Claremont,
which had been disposed of, leaving only
certain of those on the Notice Paper still
remaining for consideration.

Mr. BATH: That ruling applied only
where the notice of recommittal was given
on the third reading, and not on the Com-
mittee’s report. Any member could offer
an amendment on recommittal on the Com-
mittee's report. Even if the ruling held
good there was nothing to prevent the
words in the amendment printed on the
Notice Paper being. struck ount and in-
cluded in a new clause.

The CHAIRMAN: The Bill bad been
recommitted for the specific purpose of
considering the amendments on the Notice
Paper, to which were subsequently added
amendments moved by the member for
Claremont. These had been disposed of,
and we were still considering certain
of the amendments on the Notice Paper.
That was his ruling. If the hon. member
desired, he could move to dissent from the
ruling.

Mr. Hudson: The whole Bill is recom-
mitted.

The CHAIRMAN: No. He was only
guided by the House, whieh had author-
ised the Commiitee to deal with specifie
amendments on the Notice Paper, together
with those moved hy the member for
Claremont.

Mr. BATH: Surely an hon. member
was at [iberty to point out his desives
without going to the extremity of moving
to dissent from the Chairman’s vuling.

{ASSEMBLY.]

He submitted ¢hat his proposed amend-
ment was not foreign to the motion of the
Attorney General, and that it contained no
new matter. All he asked was that in-
stead of all the words heing in one clause
they should be divided into two clauses.

The CHAIRMAN: If the words were
struck out they could not be reinserted.

Mr. WALKER: Would he be in order
in moving to insert numerals, with the
view of dividing the clause into two by
that method?

Mr. KEENAN moved a further amend-
ment—

That efter the word “or” in Para-
graph (a.), the words “clergyman or
minisler of religion or” be inserted.

There were many reasons why we should
disqualify eclergymen if we disqualified
any persons at all.  Clergymen held
strong views on the drink question, and
he did not think it was advisable that they
shonld have places on the bench.

Mr. GILL: Had not the Chairman. n
few moments earlier, ruled that the mem-
ber for Brown Hill could not move io
add anything except what was on the
Notice Paper?

The CHAIRMAN: An amendment fo
add words could be aceepted. Tt was not
altering the proposed clause.

Mr. SCADDAXN: A clergyman was just
as much a citizen as any person. We
found fanatics among ordinary citizens
just as much as among clergymen. The
peint was, we shonld allow the people to
seleet clergymen if they so desired. The
Committee should be sensible and not de-
bar a man from election because the man
might hold strong views. The people were
the best fitted to judge as to whether a
clergyman shounld he elected or not.

Point of Order,

Mr, Bath: I submit my amendment is
in order and refer you, Mr. Chairman,
to Standing Orders 295 and 298.

The Chairman: If there is any-
thing out of order I take it that the House
has given the Committee power to re-
commit this Bill and to consider eertain
nuestions, and so far as I am concerned
T can only deal with the questions the
Honse gave the Commitiee power to deal
with, The House knew that what was on
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the Notice Paper was to be dealt with
and gave the Committee power to deal
with what was on the Notice Paper and
also with what the member for Claremont
desired to be amended. The House hav-
ing decided on that line I can only carry
out the wishes of the House.

Mr. Bath: The point is that, if pro-
cedure out of order Las been taken, it
vitiates the proceedings. We eannot con-
done what bas been absolutely out of or-
der in giving a limitation on the recom-
mital. Standing Ovder 295 provides thata
motion for recommittal must be on the
whole Bill on the mofion for the adop-
tion of the Committee’s report on the Bill.

The Chairman: The C(Conmmittee ean-
not review the order of the House. I am
of opinioin that the procedure adopted
is not out of order.

Mr. Collier: Do I understand that you
have not ruled that -the procedure sug-
gested by the member for Kanowna is out
of order; that is, to insert eertain words?

The Chairman: I was dealing with that
when the member for Kalgoorlie moved
his amendment.

Mr. Collier: The point of order arese
prior to that. Tf we ean obtain our end
then we ean settle the point of order.
All we desire is that there shall he a
separate elanse.

The Chairman: That is not before the
Chair. T have pointed oui that the
House gave power to the Commiitee to
deal with eertain questions in eonnection
with this Bill, and in dealing with the
matter on the Notice Paper we are pro-
ceeding perfectly in order in accordance
with the order of the House.

Mr. Heitmanti: Suppose the House is
out of order.

The Chairman: The Committee would
not be in order in reviewing whether the
House was in ovder or out of order. I am
accepting the amendment moved by the
member for Kalgoorlie becanse it is ad-
ding words which T think ave not out of
order and which have some relevaney to
the elanse.

Resumed,

Mr. ANGWIN: There was no justifi-
cation for inserting the word “clergy-
man.”  The licensing court would he
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elected, and we could trust the people te-
say who should represent them on the
court. However, it seemed a dangerous.
practice to recommit a Bill so that vew
c¢lauses could be put in, and members have
no right to amend them, the actual words
proposed being pushed down the throats.
of members.

Amendment (Mr., Keenan’s} put and
pegatived.

Mr, WALKER: If the word “or” at
the end of Paragraph (a) were struck
ont other words added and the new clause
concluded, with the remainder of the
clause to be inserted as Clause 11 thie case
wonld be met. He would like to move to.
that effect.

The CHAIRMAN: [f sueh an amend-
ment were aceepted the clauses would not
be in proper vrder. 1t would be easy to.
draft the clauses so Lhat (Ley would fit
in, but it could not he done as the hon..
member suggested.

Mr. HUDSON moved a further amend-
ment—

That in Paragraph (a.}) the word
“or” be struck out and “shall be in-
capable of becoming or continuing o
member of u licensing court” be added
to the paregraph.

Upon that amendment being passed an-
other clause could be inserted as Clause-
11, containing the remaining words pro-
posed hy the Attorney General to be in-
serted as Clause 10.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Suvely
an amendment of that kind verged on the-
absurd. Members were asked to pass two
clanses where one would suffice, the sole
reason heing that under the elause as it
stood women were bracketed with persons
who had been- econvicted and imprisoned,
undischarged bankrupts, and persons of
unsound mind. The objection was purely
a sentimental one and feeble to a degree.
The Committee would make themselves a
laughing stock if the clanse weve adopted
as suggested.

The CHATRMAN: The amendment
could not be accepted. The member for
Ivanhoe had moved to strike out Para-
graph (a.) but that was defeated; then
the member for Kalgoorlie had moved
to strike out the word “or” with the view
of inserting other words. That had been
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defeated, su the amendment was not in
order.

My, HUDXSON moved a further amend-
ment-—

That the following words be added to
Paragraph {a.}:—"is disqualified as
provided in the nert following section.”
Amendmeut put and negatived.

Mr. BATH moved a further amend-
meni—
That in parvagraph (ii.) of the pro-
tiso the words “his being a shareholder
in an incorporated company” be struck
oul.
Such persons were as vitally interested
as those disqualified under Paragraph
{e.) If they were shareholders they were
directly beneficially interested in the
trafliec and should therefore be disquali-
fied from membership of the licensing
court,

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

Aves .. N i f
Noes .. .. .. 20
Majority against 3
AYEB.
Mr. Angwin Mr. O'Loghlen
Mr. Bath Mr. Price
Mr. Bolton Mr. Scaddan
Mr. Colller Mr. Troy
Mr. Gill Mr. Walker
Mr. Gourley Mr. Ware
Mr. Heltmann Mr. A. A. Wilson
Mr. Horan Mr. Hudson
Mr. McDowall (Teller).
NoEs.
Mr. Carson Mr. Mitchell
Mr. Cowcher Mr. Mobger
Mr. Daglieh Mr. S. F. Moore
Mr. Davies Mr. Murphy
Mr. Draper Mr. Nanson
Mr. George Mr. Osborn
Mr. Gregory , Mr. Plesse
Mr. Hardwick ' Mr, Frank Wilson
Mr. Harper Mr. Gordon
Mr. Jacoby ' (Tecller).
Mr. Male !

Amendment thus negatived.
The ATTORNEY GENERAL moved
a further amendment—
That in line 2 after “company” the
words “interested in the manufacture of
liguor or” be inserted.

Awmendment passed; the clause as am-

ended agreed to.

New clauses:
On motions by the ATTORXEY UGEN-

ERAL the following new clauses were
added : —

Date of elections, how fired—11, (1)
The first election of members lo serce
on  livensing courts shall be held in
crery distriet on such day as the Gui-
creer may appoint for each distrief,
(2.) .1n election shall be held in every
district in the month of April in every
third year thereafter, on such day as
the Governor may appoint for each
district.

Duration of office—I12. (1.} Fuery
elective member of a licensing couri—
{@.) shall come into office on his elec-
tion, and shall hold office for three years
and (b.) shall, notwithstanding hisg
term of office has erpired, continue to
act unlil his successor is olected, (2.}
Any elective member of a licensing
court retiring at the end of his term of
office may be re-elecied.

Mode of conducting elections. See
N.Z. 1893, No. 34, 5. 7 (3)—13. For
the purposes of this Part, the Electoral
det, 1997, and its ameadments shall,
sai'e M so far as any provision therein
is inconsisiont with any provision of this
Adet, be decmed to be incorporated with
and to form parf of this lef, and shall
mutatis mutandis be operative and have
cffect so far as applicable as if an elec-
tion of members to serve on a licensing
court were a Parliamentary election for
the Legislative Assembly, and ihe offi-
cers and polling places appointed under
the said Aet had been appointed for
the purposes aforesaid: Provided that—
{2.}) The warrant for the writ for the
election shall be under the hand of the
Minister, and such warrant aud writ
shall be in the form in the second and
third schedule respectively. (2.} No
deposit shall be required from any can-
didate. (3.) On the return of the writ
the names of the cendidates elecled
shall be notified by the clerk of the writs
to the Minister who shall thereupon
cause the names of such candidates to
be published in the Government
Gazette. (4.) The returning officer of



(2 Novemeee, 1910.] 1295

wn electoral distviet which is co-termi-
Rous with a livensing district shall be
the returning officer for such licensing
-district, but in other cases the relurning
officer shall be appointed by the Gov-
ernor. (45.) The roting, and count of
toles, shall be according to the rules in
the Fourth Schedule. (6.} The validity
of any election or return may be dis-
puted in manner hereinafter set out,
and not otherwise.

Vacancies, how jilled—11. (1.} If al
any time appointed for receiving nomi-
nations less than the required number
shall be received, or if after the nomina-
tions have heen declared and hefore the
conclusion of the poll any candidale
withdvaws his nomination or dies, so
that no candidate ov less than the re-
quired number remain, then the Gover-
nor may appoinl some persan o fill
every place for which a nomination has
failed to be received, or as to which the
nomination has lapsed by withdrawal
or death, and every person so appointed
shall, subject to this .let, hold office as
if duly elected al such poll, hut shall
be subject to remotal as ather members
-appointed by the Governor, (2.) When-
evet a vacancy happens in the place of
an elecled member the Minister shall
issue his warrant for a writ for the elee-
tion of some person lo fill such place
for the remainder of the term for which
such member was elected. (3.) Ercept
as hereinbefore provided an extraor-
dinary vacancy shall be filled by the ap-
pointment by the (Gorernor or some
person who shall, subject ta this .let,
fill the vacated position,

Vacation of pesitions—i3. If @ mem-
ber of the Court—(1.) Dies; or (2)
Resigns his office by writing under Iis
hand delivered to the Minister; or {3.)
Being an appointed member is remored
by the Governor; ar (4.) Is absent er-
cept by reason of sickness or for some
reasonable cause allowed Ly the Min-
ister from fwo consccutive meetings of
the court; or (5.) Becomes incapable
_of continuing as a member under sec-
tion ten; or (6.) Accepts, whether by
asgignment, composition, or otherwise,
any such relief as it afforded by law

to baalrupt or insolyent deblors; his
position shall become wacant.
New clanse—Disputed veturns:
The ATTORNEY GENERAL moved—
That the following be inserted to
stand as Clause [6:—*Disputed returns.
ef. 102, No. 5, 5. 73— 1 disputed
election returns shall be disposed of,
and the Court af Disputed Relurns shall
be constituted us follows: TVhenaver
complainl is made to a justice of the
peace by any person who was a candi-
date at any election, or by any six per-
sons entitled to vole at any eclection,
that any election held for filling posi-
tions on ary courl which sils or is to
3it within any magisterial district where-
in such justice has jurisdiction was in-
valid, or that auy other person ought
to be returned as a member of the court
in preference to the person actually re-
turned ag elected—(a) It shall be lawful
For such justice to issue a summons
summoning the refurning officer at such
election, and any person returned at
auch election, lo appear, al a time and
place specified in the summons, before
suel three or more justices having juris-
diction within such district and not be-
ing members of a licensing court, as
may then and there be present. (b} On
the parties appearing, or, in default of
theiy appearance, on its being shown
that such summons was duly served, it
shall be lmweful for such justices to in-
restigale the matier of such complaint.
(¢) If om such investigation it appears
that suek election was invalid, or that
any other persom onghl tn have been
returned, in preference to the person
returned as elected, the justices ar a
inajority of them nay declare aceord-
ingly, and thereupon, if such justices or
majority declare the said election fo -
hare heen invalid, an election shall he
held as on the happening of @ racancy;
wnd if such justices or majority declare
that any person ought e harve been re-
turned in preference to any other per-
son, the latter person shall at once cease
to he a member of the said Court, and
the persen so declared as aforesaid tn
hare been duly elected shall be deemed,
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o all intents and purposes, to have been
duly elected. (&) No such proceedings
shall be taken except within three weeks
of the day of the election out of which
the complaint arises. (e) In such pro-
ceedings the Justices, subject to this
Act, shall follow similar rules and so
far as is necessary for the decision of
the matters in issue may exercise simi-
lar poiwers to those which would be
followed and exercised by a Judge of
the Supreme Court in similar cases
arising under “The Eelectoral Act,
1907 and its amendments. (f) The
Justices giving any decision shall certify
the same 1o the Minister, and such de-
cision shall be final, (g) Such justices
oy majority may make such order as to
costs as they may think right, which may
be enforced as an order of a court of
summary jurisdiction. Provided that
no order shall be made for payment of
costs by a candidate unless it is proved
to the salisfaction of such justices or
majority that the candidate has by him-
self or Rhis agent contravened the pro-
visions of this Act.”

Mr. GILL: The powers contained in
the clause were (oo sweeping, and some
reason should be advaunced by the Af-
torney (eneral for moving it,

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: There
was nothing novel in the proposed proce-
dure, Tt was similar to that followed in
connecton with roads board elections,

2 oclock a.m.

Mr. ANGWIN: The amendments to the
Bill had only been submitted at a very
late hour and members had not had the
opportunity of studying them closely. A
clanse such as the one under consideration
should receive carefn! consideration and
for that reason he moved—

That progress be reported.

Motion put and a division taken with
the following result:—
Ayes .. .. .. 17
Noes .- .. ..o 18

Majority against .o 2

{ASSEMBLY.]

AvES,
Mr. Angwin Mr. MeDowall
Mr, Bath Mr. O'Loghlen
Mr. Bolton Mr. Price
Mr. Collier Mr. Troy
Mr. Gl i Mr. Walket
Mr. Gourley I Mr. Ware
Mr, Heitmaon i Mr. A. 4. Wilson
Mr. Horan i\ Mr. Seaddan
Mr. Hudson i {Teller)..
Nass.
Mr. Brown Mr. Mitchell
Mr. Carsoh Mr. Monger
Mr. Cowcher Mr. 8. F. Moare
Mr, Daglish Mr. Marphy
Mr. Davies Mr. Napson
Mr. George Mr. Osborn
Mr, (regory Mr. Plesee
Mr. Harper Mr, F. Wilson
Mr. Jacoby Mr. Gordon
Mr., Male {Teller).

Motion thus negatived.

New clause put and passed.

New Clanses:

On motions by the ATTORNEY
GENERAL the following new elauses
were added—

Licensing (ourts to be courts of re-
cord. N.S.W. 1898, No. 18, s, 6.—17.
(1.} Bvery licensing court shall be &
court of record, with full power to make
all general and other rules necessary for
the conduct of its business, and for the
enforcement of its orders, and adjudi-
cations; but such rules shall be subject
to any regulations made by the Gov-
ernor as hereinafier provided (2.)
Ezery suck court shall have and use a
seal having inscribed thereon the words
“licensing court” with the name of the

 licensing district of the court. (3.)

Any member of a licensing court may
take, administer, and cause {o be taken
and administered, oaihs, declarations,
afirmations, and depositions in any
liconsing or other matler or proceeding
to be heard and delermined or dealt
with by such court.

Deputy members of Court. N.SW,
1905, No. 40, s, 34.—18. Subject to
this Aet the Governor may appoint any
person to be for such period as he speci-
fies a deputy member of the licensing
court of any district; and such deputy
may, in the case of the sickness or of
the absence of any member from any
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sitting of the court or from the Slate,

erercise all the powers vested in, and

shall perform all the duties of such
member. Provided that any person ap-

bointed deputy chairman must be a

police or resident magisirate.

Quorum. See N.§.W. 1898, No. 18, s.
5 (7).—19. Any two members of the
licensing court shall form a quorum for
the constitution of the court.

Majority to decide. See W.A. 1880,
No. 9, 5. 82; 1893, No. 23, s. 12—20.
Every application made to a licensing
court shall be decided by a majority
of the members, and in the case of a
disagreement where only two members
are presenf, the proceedings before the
court shall be adjourned until (hree
members are present.

Certificates. See N.S.W., 1898, No.
18, 5. 9 (10).—21. The chairman or any
two members of the court may, on be-
half of the court, sign or sign and seal
all certificates and other doruments is-
sued and recorded.

On motions by the ATTORNEY GEN-
ERAL, four new schedules were added to
stand as the Second, Third, Fourth, and
Seventeenth Schedules (vide Vntes and
" Praceedings, pp. 243-4).

Bill reported with further amendments.

Mr. BATH: I beg to give notice that
to-morrow, on the motion for the adoption
of the Committee’s report, I intend to
move for the recommitial of the Bill

ADJOTURNMENT OVER SHOW DAY.
The PREMIER (Hon. Frank Wilson) :
I beg to move—
That the House at ils rising adjourn
HI £.30 p.m. (Thursday).
Question passed.

House adjourned at 2.10 a.m. (Wednes-
day).

Pags,
After 9 pom.
My. Holman | Mr. Loyman

.
——
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Health, Com. o . 1302

The SPEAKER took the Chair at 4.30
P, and read prayers.

QUESTION — FACTORIES AND
BARLY CLOSING INSPECTION,
GOLDFIELDS.

Mr. COLLIER asked the Premier: 1,
Is it anybody’s duty to ses that the Fae-
tories Aet and the Early Closing Act are
observed on the goldfields? 2, How many
visits of inspection have been made dur-
ing Lhe present year? 3, How many pro-
secutivus for breaches of these Acts have
taken place dwing the same period?d

The PREMIER replied: 1, Yes; the
Chief Inspector of Faectories under the
Factories Aet. and the police under the
Barly Closing Aet. 2, Factories, 162;
Early Closiug, 211. 3, One, under the
Early Closing \et.

QUESTION—DAIRYING LAND.

My, BATH (for Mr. Heitmann) asked
the Minister for Lands: What is the
estimated acreage of Crown lands in the
State suitable for dairying purposes?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS re-
plied: | ask that this be postponed for
a few days; I am endeavouring to have an
estimate made, but it will take some time
to bave it prepared.

PAPERS PRESENTED.

By the Premier: Papers relating to
the engagement of immigrants by Afghans
at Quairading (ordered on motion by Mr.
Price).

BILL--FREMANTLE FREEMASONS
LODGE No. 2 DISPOSITION.
Second Reading. :
Mr. HUDSON (Dundas) in moving the
second reading said: This is a private



