Barly Clesing Bill.

M. DAGLISH : They were not within
balf a mile of any part of the busiest
centre of a suburb, though there was one
isolated shop in Subiaco within a quarter
of o mile of the city boundary. Even
80, the suburban shops did pot obtain
city trade, and could not hope to do so;
while the city shops not only obtained
city trade but also suburban trade. The
competition was all on oue side. There
were a number of members who wished
to build up the central shops, but mem-
bers would be acting wrongly if they did
g0 in the third session of a Parliament,
having refused to do so in the two pre.
vious =essions. He felt keenly on the
matter, because since this question was
previously before the Assembly the muni-
cipality he represented had established a
municipal lighting plant, and the muni-
cipality would be affected considerably
by the carrying of the amendment. He
wus willing, as he had always been, to
see the limitation of the hours of shop
assistants independent of the hours of
closing. That limitation had been applied
in New Zealand, and was an effective
way of settling the question aimed at by
the clumsy fashion of an early closing
measure. There was no reason why
shops should not be kept open for longer
than eight hours, although there was
good reason why shop assistants should
not work for longer than eight hours.
He would like to see the Assembly take
into consideration legislation in the direc-
tion indicated instead of legislation which
would interfere with trade when it epuld
not successfully achieve the object aimed
at. It would be urged against him that
he was speaking in the interests of a
particular distriet ; but it was his business
in the House to represent amongst other
things the district which returned him,
but not by advocating a principle that
would be bad if adopted generally. He
wus prepared to assert that the principle
he advocated would not only be good
for one locality but be good if the prin-
ciple was applied generally. He asked
the Comwittee to give the matter some

consideration before accepting the amend-

ment.

Question passed, and the clause added
to the Bill,

Schedule, Title—agreed to.

Bill reported with amendments, and
the report adopted.

(4 Novesser, 1903.]  Redistribution Bill, etc.
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ADJOURNMENT.

The House adjourned at 10-35 o’clock,
until the next day.

Legislatibe @Council,
Thursday, 5th November, 1903.

Pack
Bills : Redistribution of Seats, Counstitution Act
Amendment, and Electoral, Amendments
recommended .,
First rendings ;: Factories, Munici Institn.

tions Act Ameundment, Water Supply .., 1900

1900

Companies Duty Act Continunnce, second
Adminigtration {probate), Assembly’'s Amend-
ments IO |

Tue PRESIDENT took the Chair at
430 o'clock, p.m.

Pravers.

PAPERS PRESENTED,

By the Coroxiar BEcrREraRY: 1,
Aborigines Department—Report for the
year ending 30th June, 1903. 2, By-
lawg of the Municvipality of South Perth.
3, Public . Works Department.—Roads
Act 1902. Return showing names of
Roads Bouards that have rated themselves
under ,the provisions of the Act, ete. - 4,
Report on the working of the Govern-
ment Railways and the Roebourne.Cos-
sack Tramway for the year ended 30th
June, 1903.

Ordered, to lie on the table.

BILLS—REDISTRIBUTION OF SEATS,
CONSTITUTIONAL ACT AMEND.
MENT, AND ELECTORAL, AMENDMENTS
RECOMMENDED.

Hox. J. W. HACEETT brought up
the report of the select committee ap-
pointed to inquire into these Bills.

Report received, and ordered to be
printed.

Tee COLONIAL SECRETARY
moved that the consideratior of the Bills

i in Committee of the whole House be made

an order for Tuesday next.



1900 Billa.

Hown. J. W. Hackerr: What course
did the Colonial Secretary intend to tuke?
Would the report be discussed ?

most common-sense way to deal with the
Bills was for the chairman or some mem-
ber of the committee to move the adop-:
tion of the amendwments as the clanses
were called on. This simple way would

[COUNCIL.)

Companies Duty Bill.

will recollect that in 1899 the Companies

. Duty Act was pussed, and that it was
: given a tenure of life until the 3lst
Tae COLONIAL SECRETARY : The

put into one discussion what might other-

wise mean two discussions.

Tee PRESIDENT: The procedure
suggested by the Colonial Secretary
would facilitate business. This course
had been adopted by the House on
several previous occasions when Bills had
been referred to select committees. The
date for the Order of the Day was fixed,
and the member in charge of the Bill
moved the amendments as the clauses
came on. It saved considerable time.

Hown. T. F. O. BriMaGE: When were
members likely to get the report of the
select committee ¥

Tae PRESIDENT: The report was
being handed round now.

Question put and passed.

FACTORIES BILL.

Received from the Legislative As-
sembly; and read a first time.

MUNICIPAL INSTITUTIONS ACT
AMENDMENT BILL.
Received from the Legislative As-
sembly, and read a first time.

WATER SUPPLY BILL.
Received from the Legislative As-
sembly, and read a first time.

COMPANIES DUTY ﬁST CONTINUANCE
BILL.
SECOND BEADING.

Tae COLONTAL SECRETARY
{(Hon. W. Kingsmill), in moving the
second reading, said: This extremely
short Bill, which has come to us from
another place, was introduced for the
purpose of strengthening the position of
the Government in relation to the
recovery of certain dividend duties and
penalties for the omission to pay certain
dividend duties, and for no other pur-
pose. Tt has nothing to do with any
other part of the Companies Duty Act or
of the Dividend Duty Act. Members

December, 1902. In the session of 1902,
the Government having in mind the fact
that the Companies Duty Act would
cease to operate after the 31st December,
brought in a Bill which is now the
Dividend Duty Act of 1902; and by
that Act the operation of the Companies
Duty Act was in some particulars
extended for another year. Members
will find in the Dividend Duty Act of
1902, Section 81, in what respect the
provisions of the former Act are extended.
Bection 31 reads :—

The Companies Duty Act, one thousand
eight hundred and ninety-nine, is continued
until the 31st day of December, one thousand
nine hundred and three; but only (e} for the
recovery of duties acerned due thereunder at

. the commencement of this Aect, and (b) in

relation to dividends declared before the com-
mencement of thie Act and for the recovery of
dufies thereon, and (¢) for the recovery of
penalties in connection therewith, _
Now it so happens that certain cases
are pending for the recovery of duties
which have become due under the Com-
panies Duty Act. These cases are not
yet heard ; and it is for the purpose of
continuing the right of the Government
in relation to them, and of giving the
Government power to recover thuse duties
and any penalties which may accrue for
the nonpayment of the same, that this
Bill iz introduced. I do not think it
necessary for me, secing what a short
measure this is, to give any farther
information. The Bill is self-explanatory;
its object iz set out therein; and the
reason for its 1wtroduction 18, as I have
stated, becanse certain cases are pending
for the recovery of duties, and of penal-
ties for the nonpayment of duties which
have been incurred under the Companies
Duty Act of 189Y. I therefore move that
the Bill be read a second time,

How. J. W. Hackrrr: Will “one
thousand nine hundred and ‘two” be
sufficient ?

Tee COLONIAL SECRETARY:
Quite sufficient. After that, the hon.
member will recollect, the Dividend Duty
Act is in force, that Act having a general
life, with no stated term of existence.

Hon. F. M. STONE (North) : I move
that the debate be adjourned till Tuesday
next.



Companies Duty Bill :

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

Ayes 9
Noes 12
Majority against .3

ATESB. NoES.

Houn, (. Bellinghamn Hon. H, Brirgs

Hon, E. M. Clarke

Hoo. T. F. 0. Brimage
Hon. A. Q. Jenking

Hon. J, D. Connally

Hon. Z. Lane Hon. J. M. Drew

Hon. C. Bommers Hon. J. W. Hachett
Hon, F, M. Stpoe Hon. W. Kingsmi
" Hon. J. A. Thomson Hon. B, Laurie
Hon.J. W, Wright Hon. W, T. Loton
Hon. €. E. Dempater Hon. B, C, O'Brien
{Teller).| Homn. 3.

Bandell
Hon. Sir Edwnrd Witte-

noom
Hon, J. T, Glowrey
- {Teclicr).

Motion thus negatived.

Hown. F. M, STONE : T regret that the
House has not seen fit to adjourn this
debate ; for an adjournment would have
given me an opportunity of referring to
the Bill, and T should have been better
able to explain my reasons for moving
the adjournment and for speaking on
the second reading. Now I can speak
from memory only; and speaking from
memory, what 1 remewmber of the Act
which this Bill proposes to extend
is that the first Companies Duty
Act contained two sections, one im-
posing duties on dividends and the
other imposing duties on profits. 1f a
company did business in this State and
not elsewhere, it was taxed on ite divi-
dends; if it did business elsewhere as
well as in this State, it was taxed on its
profitsa. It has been held in England
that if 4 company has its head office say
in London, where the directors sit and
conduct the business of the company,
although such business is done exclusively
in another country, the cempany is held
to do business in both countries. This
point was, I think, referred to by Mr.
Jenkins when he moved a clause in the
Bill of last year; and in these circum-
stances all companies, although they do
their business entirely in this State and
have merely a head office in TLondnn, are
taxed on their profits and uot on divi-
dends. When a Bill was before the Assem-
"bly Inst year (1 believe an amendment was
before the Assembly), the Premier gave
a5 bis opinion that, although & company
bad its bead office in London, if that
company did business exclusively in
Western Australia the company was to
be held to be carryiog on business in both

[5 Novemser, 1903.]

l

| office

' dends.

Second reading. 1901

places ; therefore the company would be
taxed on its dividends and not on its
profits. There are cases pending and
cases cropping up from day fo day, and
the Crown law officers are of opinion, I
believe rightly so, that (to put it in plain
language) the Premier is wrong.
company, although it only bas its head
in London and transacts the
whole of its business here, will have to
pay & duty on profits and not on divi-
I felt it necessary to ask for an
adjournment of the debate, se that T
might place the Acts before the House
and refer to Hansard to bear out whut I
have suid in reference to the statement by
the Premier. I am not opposed to the
Bill; but, before we pass the measure, it
will be right for the House to have a
small amendment inserted in it dvaling
with what I have referred to, or to have
an assurance from the Government that,
under the circumstances to which T have
referred, duties will not be charged on
profits, but on dividends. If the con-
tention of the Crown law officers is right,
as T have alveady stated I think it is,
every mining company, and every com-
pany which hus its head office in London
or outside this State, will be chargeable
with duties pavable on profits and not on
dividends. It was the wish of both
Houses that this shouwld nmol be so. I
think it was stated so in this House, on
a motion by Mr. Jenkins. Dr. Jameson,
who was then leading the House, stated
that duties would not be charged on
profits but on dividends. It is for that
reason [ want sume assurance, and if Ldo
nol get the agsurance I shall propose an
amendment carrying ount the wishes of
both Houses of Parliament.

Sk B. H. WITTENOOM (North):
It seems to me this hardly affects the
question at present. The Act which
we are asked to extend has been in force
gome little time, and many people have
paid dividend doty under that Act.
According to what [ can gather, Mr,
Stone wishes that this Act shall not be
extended except under certain conditions;
therefore those who have defeated the
law and declined to pay what is legal are
to escape, while those who have obeyed
the law of the country are to pay their
taxes and lose their money. It seems
to me that if this view of the matter is
earried out, it will encourage persons
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who have defeated the law and are trying
to escape its consequences to do so. T
may be wrong, but 1t seems that all the
Government ask in this case is that the
law should be carried on to such an
extent as will enuble the Treasurer to
recover moneys due from people who
hithereto have declined to pay.

Tee CorowiaL SecrETARY : That is
just what it is.

Sz E. H. WITTENOOM : Mr. Stone
has had a few days to consider this
matter, and though he may have been
busy, like most of us, still if bhe regarded
this as an important point he shonld
have been prepared with the information
he wished to give to the House. On
this question, and speaking subject to
explanation, I hardly see there is any
necessity for postpemement. The Bill
simply places the Treasurer in a position
to recover dividends from people who
have defeated the law, or who have been
unwilling to pay under conditions which
other people have had to pay under.

How. A. G. JENKINS (Soath): T
" intend to support the second reading. I
agree with the remarks of Sir Edward
Wittenoom, that the Bill is designed for
purely ope purpose, and a very proper
purpose. With regard to the remarks of
Mr. Stone, I am sure, and my memory ia
distinct on the point, we had a promise
from the then leader of the Government
(Mr. Moss) that it was not the intention
of the (Government to charge mining
companies un their profita. That being
80, I cannot see how the Government can
honestly seek to get over that assurance.

How. J. W. Hackerr: Are you sure ?
Was it not an allusion to a commercial
company ?

Howx. A. G. JENKINS: The question
was raised on behalf of the mining com-
panies. I fought the question very
strongly, and it was on the assurance of
Mr. Moss that the matter waz altowed
to go.

Tae COLONIAL SECRETARY (in
reply) : The case for this Bill has already
been put clearly by Sir Edward Witte-
noom and Mr. Jenking; therefore little
is left for me to say. I explained fully
and clearly the objects of the Bill, and I
maintain that any amendment intro-

duced with the object put forward by |

Mr. Stone would be absolutely foreign to
the Bill

[COUNCIL.]

For wmy part, I must say at .

Administration Bill,

once that I shall be prepared to resist
such amendment. T think I have a right
to expect that such amendment will not
be inserted in this measure. I do not
wish to burk discussion or to defeat the
wishes of the hon. member, but the Act
has been on its trial, and as soon as the
second reading of the Bill is passed I
intend to move that the consideration in
Committee be taken next Tuesday. If
the hon. member wishes to take any
farther action he can do so; but I must
reiterate the statement that any amend-
ment of the kind indicated by Mr. Stone
will be absolutely foreign to the Bill as
introduced.

Question put and passed.

Bill read a second time.

ADMINISTRATION BILL (PROBATE).
ASSEMBLY'S AMENDMENTS.

'The Assembly having disagreed to
certain amendments made by the Council,
and having amended the Council’s new
clause, reasons for the same were now
considered in Commiites.

No. 1—Clause 14, strike out paragraph
(a) in Subeclanse (1), and insert * (a)
Where there is no issue surviving, to the
whole ”:

Tae COLONIAL SECRETARY
moved that the amendment be not in-
sisted on. In many cases the effect of
the proposed amendment would act ex-
tremely barshly on the blood relations of
& pergon who died intestate. TUnder the
amendment it was proposed to exclude
all blood relations to the benefit of the
widow. That was an unheard of propo-
sition, as would be seen from the reasons
sent by the Assembly; it did not exist
anywhere else in' Australia, and would
have a very barsh effect if put into
operation here. It was to be hoped the
Committee would not endanger the Bill
by ingisting on the amendment. This
was u new departure in legislation. The
division which was proposed io the Bill
as brought down to the Chamber had
been tried and had proved satisfactory in
other parts of the world. The other
portions of the Bill were extremely valu-
able, and for the sake of introducing an
experiment it was not wise to risk the
loss of the measure.

Hox. F. M. STONE: It was to be
hoped the Committee would insist on
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this amendment, and for the reasons
given by another place, which were:—-
The surviving husband or wife should not
take everything to the exclusion of close
biood relations. In many cases it would be
found that the deceased’s paremts, brothers,
and sisters, and other near relatives were
helped by if not dependent upon the deceased
while living. The proposed amendment is, it
is believed, without precedent in Australia.
Take the case of a husband and wife
who had secured some property by their
joint exertions, and had not been assisted
by relations at all. If the hushand or
wife died, the relations came ino and took
a two-thirds share. In the case of an
estate worth £3,000 which had been
earned by the husband and the wife con-
jointly, and the husband died, if the
£3,000 was invested at five per cent. it
would produce £150 per year on which
the wife could live; but the relations
could come in and take two-thirds of the
£8,000, leaving the wife with £50 a year.
Even nephews and nieces were to par-
ticipate. If a man made a successtul

speculation in his wife’s name, the profit -

wag his; and if the wife died, in came
the relatives for two-thirds, while the
- hugband got one-third.

Hon. J. W. Hackerr: Speculations
in a “wife’s name” should be dis-
couraged.

Hon. F. M. STONE: Then repeal the
Married Women’s Property- Aet.  If the
husband speculated successfully with the
wife’s money and died, two-thirds of the
original sum and proceeds must go to
relatives, and only one-third to the wife,

who would perbaps not get back even her.

own money. The reasons given by
another place helped his argoment; and
he hoped the Committee would insist on
the amendment.

Sz E. H. WITTENOOM : The hon.
member’s remarks showed that even s
lawyer was sometimes disinterested. All
these difficulties could be overcome by
either busband or wife making a will;
for the clause applied to intestates only.
The amendment was therefore not worth
bothering about, as ost people bhad
sufficient intelligence to make dispositions
of their property before they died.

How. F. M. Stone: Two-thirds died
mtestate.

Sik E. H. WITTENOOI: Then
educate them up to making wills,

(5 Novemser, 1903.]
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Awmendments.

Question (that the amendment he not
insisted on) put, and a division taken
with the following result :—

Ayes . .. 13
Noes . O
Majority for ... .. 8
AYES. Noes.
Hon. G. Bellingbawn Hon, Z, Lane

Hon. E, M, Clarke

Hou. J. D. Connolly

Hon. C. E. Dempster

Hon. J. M, Drew

Hon. J. W. Hachkett

Hoo. W. Kingemill

Hon. B, Lauris

Hon, B, C. O'Brien

Hon. G. Randell

Hen, J, A, Thomaon

Hou. Sir E. H. Wittencom

Hon. A. G, Jenkins
(Tellor).

Queation thus passed, and the ainend-
ment not insisted on. .

Nos. 2 ty 5—-not insisted on.

Council’s New Clause, as amended by
Assembly :

No. 1—Strike out the words ** executor
or," in lines 1, 8, und 4: .
Tee COLONIAL SECQORETARY
moved that the Assembly’s amendment
be agreed to. The clause, which allowed
a ecommission to an executor, had been
fatal to this Bill in twe previous sessions ;
and he hoped that at this third time of
asking the Committee would not inflict on’
the Bill the fate which had overtaken its
predecessors. It was competent for the
mover of the new clause (Mr. Jenkins) to
introduce it in a concrete and isolated
form in a Hill to amend this Bill after it
became law; but to imperil this measure,
which all agreed wonld be beneficial to
the comrmuuity, by again trying to intro-
duce what was new legislation in this
country, disagreed to by an apparent
majority in another place und a substan-
tial minority in this, would he prejudicial

to the interests of the State.

Hon. A. G. JENEKINS: Again he
would divide the Committee on the
question. The new clause had been in
force in some Australian States for 20
years; In force in every other State
except this; and it should be acceptable
to the mujority in this State. On the
last occasion the Assembly hud not really
considered the new clause, none speaking
on it save the Attorney General. If the
Bill were lost by its insertion, the
responsibility would not vest om this
House; for un Administration Bill
was a proper pluce for such a clause.

Hon, W. T. Loton

Hon. C, Bommers

Hon. F. M. Stone

Hon. J. W, Wright
(Teller).
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Trustees ynder the Settled Lands Act
received commission ; administrators re-
ceived commission, and everybody else
received coramission except executors;
and in every other State of the Common-
wealth except Western Australia an exec-
utor received commission. If the Com-
mittee did not insist on the clause being
inserted, the administrator who now
received commission would not have been
able to obtain it, for the achedule repealed
the Act allowing an administrator to
receive commission. That repeal had
found a place in the Bill during the last
two sessions. It was not the proper way
to introduce an important proposal. Ad-
tention should have been called to the
matter when the Bill was before the Com-
mittee, :

Hox. J. W. HACKETT : Although he
was convinced by ihe hon. member's
arguments and had voted for the amend-
ment, he was not prepared to press his
view on this matter to the extent of
caunsing the destruction of the Bill, nor
did he think the Committee had the right
to do so when a principle was insisted on
by another place, and there wus a con-
siderable minority in the Couneil in
favour of it. To insert the clause in the
Bill was obnoxious to another place, and
might wreck the measure. Members of
the Council objected to thisking of thing
which amounted to attack, and although
he was with Mr. Jenkins on the merits of
the case and trusted that member would
bring in a Bill containing this provision
next session, he (Dr. Hackett) could not
go the length of assisting fo wreck the
meusure,

Hon. J. W. WRIGHT : There was no
reason why an executor should not be
paid, and if members had had the bother
which he and others had recently had in
a certain estate, it would have been
admitted that 10 per cent. was not suffi-
cient remuneration. If the amount of
commission proposed by the amendment
had been doubled, he would have voted
for it. He would vote for a similar pro-
posal to this on a future occasion.

S E. H. WITTENOOM: While in
accord with what had been stated by Mr.
Jenkins and Mr. Wright, and considering
that an executor sbhould be paid, for it
was unfair that a person shounld leave a
request after death that a friend should
do a lot of work which the person would

[COUNCIL.]

Amendmendts,

not ask the friend to do when living,
therefore every executor and every admin-
istrator should be paid ; still it would bea
pity to imperil the Bill, especially as it was
a consolidating measure, and would be
useful. He was prepared to support any
Bill that might be introduced containin
the provision now sought to be introduce
into the measure. After this Bill bhad
been passed three times members were
not justified in insisting on an amendment
which might have the effect of throwing
out the measure. If the Council received
an amendment which was obnoxious lo
members it would be treated in the smme
way a8 the Assembly was treating the
amendment now before the Commitiee.

How. C. SOMMERS : Stress was laid
on the point that the wrecking of the
Bil! was being effected by the Couucil.
But the wrecking was being done by the
Assembly. This was not an innovation
because it was the law in the other
Btates of Australia, and now that Federa-
tion was accomplished we should en-
deavour to make our laws uniform. On
every occasion this amendment had been
sent to another place it had received scant
courtesy, the influence of the Premier
being sufficient to defeat the proposal.

TrE CraremMan : The Standing Orders
stated that no members should allude to
the debates in another branch of the
Legislature,

How. C. SOMMERS: If any wrecking
was to be done, let the other House do it.

Tes COLONIAL SECRETARY:
With regard to the question of wrecking,
any member who moved such an amend-
ment a5 the one before the Committee,
being aware that such an amendment had
been rejected on two previous occasions,
knew what the effect would be. The
moving of such an amendment was a
start towards the wrecking of the Bill
He hoped Mr. Jenkins would take the
course which bad been suggested, and
introduce the amendment in a separate
Bill. There were 136 clauses in the Bill
which neither House disagreed with, and
why should these provisions be lost for
the sake of one clanse ?

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

Aves .. 10
Noes .. 9

Majority for ... .. 1



Papars, efc.

AYES, Noes.
Hon, E. M. Clarke Hon. G. Bellingham
Hon. J. M. Drew Hon, J. D, Connolly
Hon. J. W. Hackett Hon. A. G. Jenkms
Hon. W, Kingemill Hon. B. Lauri
Hon. W. T. Loton Hon. B, C. O Brien
Hon, G. Randell Hon, O. Sommers
Hou. 8ir G. Shenton | Hon. J, A, Thomson
Hen, F, M. Stone Hoo. J. W. Wright
Hon, Sir E. H. Wittenoom| Hon. Z. Lane (Teller)

Hon. C. E. Dempster
[p;:!ler).

Question thus passed, and the As-
sembly’s amendment adopted.

Nos. 2 and 3 (consequential)—agreed
to.

Resoluntions reported, und the report
adopted.

ADJOURNMENT.

The House adjourned at 546 o’clock,
nntil the next Tuesday.

Legislatihe Bssembly,
Thursday, 5th November, 1403.

Paes

Questions : Minimum Wage, Water Pipes .. . 1905
Notices (one day only) insuificient 1805
Criminal Influx, to prevent 1905

Return, ete., ordered : Liquor Licenses in 'Muni-
To cipa.héxes iy . -
baoco Expe: terms o enmement
Bills: First readiugs—Eleciion of Selml‘»ore,
Supreme Court Aet Amendment ...
Merchant shlpan% Act Application, in Com-
mittes, reporte 1
Luvacy, second mding conclude('l in Com.

. 1905
1906

mittee, repol 1908
Annual Estimztes, debate on Apancial ]gohcy
urth day} concluded ; Estimates in de-
tall to Crown Law Deg ent, general
remarks on public service and classifica-
tion, progress ... .

Tae SPEAEKER took the Chair at
2-30 o’clock, p.m.

Pravers.

PAPERS PRESENTED.

By the PrEMier : Aborigines Depart-
ment, Report for 1902-3.
By the Treasorer: Inspection of

[5 Noveserr, 1904.]

liguor and licensed houses, Report con- :
taining portion of the information moved !
for by Mr. Foulkes.

Ordered, to lie on the table.

Questions, ele. 1905

QUESTION--MINIMUM WAGE,
WATER PIPES,

Mr. DAGLISH, without notice, asked
the Miuister for Works: What is the
winimum wage specified in the contract
of Messrs. Hoskins and Co., Ltd., with
the Goldfields Water Supply Depart-
ment for the supply of pipes.

Tae MINISTER FOR WORKS re-
plied : I know that this contract does not
gpecify any definite rate of wages. It
states simply that the employees engaged
on the contract shall be paid the ruling
rate of wages current in the trade.

QUESTIONS—NOTICE INSUFFICIENT.

Tke Minisrer FOR WORES made a
general request to members, supported
by the Spzaxer, that more than one
day’s notice should be given when the
House met at 2:30 o’clock.

QUESTION—CORIMINAL INFLUX.

Mr. HASTIE asked the Premier:
‘Whether it is bhis intention, during this
sesgion, to introduce a measure for the
prevention of the influx of criminals,
similar to the Act now in foree in New
South Wales,

Tee PREMIER replied: The matter
is being considered; but L am not guite
clear as to the constitutionality of the

.measure.

ELECTION OF SENATORS BILL.

Introduced by t.he Premier, and read
a first time.

SUPREME COURT ACI AMENDMENT
BILL.

Introduced by the PremrIER, and read
a first time.

RETURN—LIQUOR LICENSES IN
MUNICIVALITIES.

On motion by Mr. DaerisH, ordered :
That a return be laid laid upon the table,
showing—1, The number of licenses of
each description issued under the Wines,
Beer, and Spirit Sales Act in each muni-
cipality. 2, The number of licenses of
each description issued under the Wines,
Beer, and Spirit Sales Act in each roads
board district. 3, The estimated popu-
. lation in each municipality or roads bna.rd

] district.



