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Lrgislatibe QrounriL,
Friday, 14ths Febnetary, 1902.

-Paper prted-Qnestion! Rallway Station (Pertb),
EltIc LigbtnVg-Qestion; Royal Comnisasions,
Powers as to Witeses-Roads Act Amendment
Bill. Assembly's Amendments-Appropriation Bill,
third rejading fpostponed)-Wdld Cattle Nnisance
Act Amendment Sill, in Committee, Bill arrested-
Judges' Pension Act Amendment Bill, Council's
Amendment (Bill dro Pad)-Pnblie 2ervice Act
Repeal Hill, first -Mietro litau water,works Amendment Hill. t rseag-Mnnicpal
Inetitutiocs Act Amendzuent Bll, first reading -
Coal Mines Regulatton Bill, second reading, in Corn-
mitee, progress-Adjournment.

THEs PRESIDENT took the Chair at
4-30 o'clock, p.m.

PRAYERS.

PAPER PRESENTED.

By the MIINISTERt FOR LANDS: Journal
of the C2alvert Exploring Expedition,
1896-7.

Ordered: To lie on the table.

QUESTIOIN-RAIWAY S5TATION
(PERTH), ELECTRIC LIGHTING.

HON. G. BELLINGHAM asked the
Minister fur Lands: i, What is the cost
to the Government for electric current for
lighting the Railway Station and yards
at Perth, including depreciation and
superintendence; 2, If the Government
is importing new machinery to replace
present plant in use at Electric Lighting
Works in Perth.

THRE MINISTER FOR LANDS
replied:-l, 8-6 pence per unit. This
charge includes supervision, depreciation,
interest on capital, rene-wals, supplying of
lamps, alterations and necessary small
works not debited to capital. z, No.
The Government has imported new plant
to provide duplicates, as the present plant
is overloaded.

QUESTION-ROYAL COMMISSIONS,
POWERS AS TO WITNESSES.

How. F. T. CROWDER asked the
Minister for Lands: If a Royal Commis-
sion appointed by Parliament can examine
witnesses tinder oath, and compel the
attendance of witnesses.

THE MINISTER FOR LANDS
replied: A Royal Commission can
examine witnesses under oath, but cannot
compel them to attend.

ROADS ACT AMENDMENT ErLL.

LEGI5LA.TIVR ASSEMBLY'S AMENDMENTS.

Schedule of ten amendments made by
the Assembly now considered, in Com-
mittee.

No. I.-Clause 12, add the following
words, in line three: " In estimuating the
net annual value of gold-mining or
mineral leases, no regard, shall be had to
any metals or minerals contained or- sup-
posed to be contained therein:-"

THE MINISTER FOR LANDS
Imoved that the amend ment made by the
Assembly be agreed to.

HoE. A. G. JENKINS: Unless mining
machinery and buildings were exempted,
Some companies would have to pay
enormously, as the plant on some of the
leases was valued at £2100,000. He
moved that after " any " in the Assem-
bly's amendment, the wordcs be inserted:
" mining n'iachintry or mining machinery
buildings situate thereon or used in con-
nection therewith, and to any."

Hloi. F. T. CROWDER moved that
the Chairman leave the Chair.

Motion put, and a division taken with
thle folow.Ving result: -

Ayes ... .. ... 7
Noes ... .. ... 10

Majority against ... 3
Ayss. Nona.

Hon. R. 0. liurges Hon. 0I. Beulioghani
Honu. F. T. Crowder lion. T. F. 0. lirimaege
lion. U. E. Dempster l"on. E. Ml. Clarke
HL ni. Bandol lion. J. D. Connolly
Hem. .J. E . Richardson IIon. A. Janteson
Hon. i. r3. Saunders Hon. A. QI Jenkius
HIon. B. Lauarie H o,. IK. C. O'Btrien,

(Teller), lion. V'. soinners.
Hon. J. 51. Speed
Hon. J. T. Glorrey

(Teller
Motion this negatived.
Amendmaent punt and passed.
Question (as amended) put and passed.
No. 2-Clause 13, line 6, strike out

the words " 3uth day of June," and insert
31lst day of December " in lieu:
THE MINISTER FOR LANDS moved

that the amendmient be agreed to.
Hbs. IR. 0. BtTRGES:- If this amend-

ment were agreed to, a man who had not
paid his rates on the 19th of December
would not be- allowed to vote for the

IWhole of the next year. The provision
did not cover a half year, but a whole
year. Surely this must be a mistake.

HOs, T. F. 0. BaIIAOE: Goldifields
elections were held in December.
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THE. MINISTER FOR LANDS:, The
idea was to change, by means of Clauses
24 and 25, the period of elections. The
30th of June was the end of the G',overn-
ment financial year, and therefore it had
been thought well to rearrange matters in
so far as the date of elections was con-
cerned. At present, elections were held
in July instead of December. There
might be something against the amend-
mient, inasmuch as the policy of the
boards was to carry out the whole of their
works during the 'winter months. The
amendment would necessarily change the
works policy of the boards; although, of
course, the amendment was advisable
from a financial aspect. 'The question
was whether the financial arrangements
or the works methods of the hoards wpre
the more important.

How. F. T. CROWDER: Had the
Council power to alter the Bill, as well as
the Assembly's amendments P' If the
measure were passed in this House, still
it could not be brought into law because
from beginning to end it was ultra vires.
'Under the Bill, roads boards -would
retire at the commencement of Jue, and
there would be no mnachinery to re-elect
until December. Thus no boards would
be in existence from June until Decem-
ber.

THE CHAIRMLN: Was the hon. mem-
ber speaking on the amendment before
the CommitteeP

HoN. F. T. CROWDER: Yes. These
remarks went to show thiat the amend-
ments would not make the Bill a work-
able measure. Clause 31 provided that
voting papers should not he counted
unless they purported to vote for the
full -number of members, whereas Clause
32, Sub-clause 2, disitinctly permitted
plumping. The whole Bill was self-
contradictory, and would prove absolutely
unworkable.

THfE CmAiRmAN:- The hon. member's
remarks were in the nature of a second-
reading speech, and were not directed to
the particular amendment.

How. F. T. CROWDER: All the
dates mentioned in the Bill were abso-
lutely wron~g. The measure could not
come into force, and we had no power to
amend it.

Tas MINITEIR FOR LANDS: The
only manner in which the Bill could be
amended afterwards would be by suggcs-

tion from the Governor. Only the
Assembly's amendmnents could be dealt
with now, or a message could be received
from the Governor, later, making certain
suggestions.

How. C. SOMMERS: There were
difficul ties in the way, and he moved that
progress be reported.

Motion put and passed.
Progress reported, ad leave given to

sit again.

APPROPRIAL1ON BILL.
THEIRD EEADINO (POSTPONEMENT).

TH:EMINISTER FORLTANDS moved
that the Bill be read a third time.

How. F. T. C ROWDER mioved, as an
amendment, that the third reading be
postponed until the next sitting. There
were several important matters which
had gone to the Assembly to which this
House required replies; and if the
Appropriation Bill were passed to-day,
Parliament could 'be prorogued immne-
diately, so that this House might notobtain,
answers to the matters which had gone
forward. The Bill should be held until
satisfaction had been received from
another place.

Amendment put and passed, and the
third reading postponed.

WILD CATTLE NUISANCE ACT AMEND-
M1ENT BILL.

IN COMMITTEE.
Resumed from the previous day.
Clause 2-Notice of capture to be given

to the police:-
How. J. W. HACXETT: There was

no particular object in pressing this
measure forward. Some members felt

*strongly that certain persons might be
*allowed to add to their income by cap-
turing wild horses and selling them to
the Zoo. He moved that the Chairman
leave the Chair.

Motion put and passed, and the Bill
arrested.

JUDGERS' PENSION ACT AMIENDMENT
BILL.

COUNCIL'S AMENDMENT RE.CONSIDERED.
The legislative Council having made an

amendment in the Bill, and the Assembly
having dlSsLgreed to the same, the reasons
for disagreeing were now considered, in
Committee.

[CO-UNCIL.] Judgee Pension Bill,
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-Hos. G. RANDELL: The onl y way
possible to deal with the Bill was to miove,
in accordance with Rule 288, that the
Hill be laid aside. He moved accordingly.

Hon. F. T. CROWDER moved, as an
amendment, that the Council do not
insist on their amendment. He did not
desire to see the Bill laid aside, but rather
see the measure passed without the
amendment. There was some benefit to
be derived from the Bill as first received
from another place, but if the motion
moved by Mr. Raudell were carried,
there would bie no Bill at all, which was
the desire, no doubt, of another place.

BON. G. RANDELL: It was not
possible to do what the hon. member
suggested. The Bill was in a peculiar
position, which had never occurred before.
The rule was very clear. If we sent the
Bill back to the Assembly saying the
Council did not insist on the amendment,
that would virtually have the same effect
as laying the Bill aside, because neither
the Assembly nor the Council could now
restore the B~ill to its original condition.
The manly Course was to take the
responsibility ourselves, seeing that. a
mistake had been made in not linking
the Bill with the principal Act. Memhnrs
would be maintaining the dignity of the
House by Carrying the motion he had
moved. The Bill must he laid aside, for
not even the Governor could restore the
Bill to its original position.

HoN. 3. M. SPEED: Could the Corn-
inittee farther amend the clause ?

THE CHAIRMAN: An amendment
could be mnade, but practically it would
be inoperative- would have no effect.'The proper course was 10 Carry the
motion moved by Mr. Randell.

Amendment (Mr. Crowder's) put and
negatived.

Question put and passed, and the Bill
laid aside.

PUBLIC SERVICE ACT REPEAL BILL.

Receivedf romthe Legislative Assembly,
and, on motion of the MIISRss FRo
LANDS, read a first time.

METROPOLITAN WATERWORKS
AMENDMENT BILL.

Received from theteislative Assembly,
and, on motion by the MINSTER FOP.
LANDS, read a first time.

MUNICIPAL INSTITUTIONS ACT
A31ENDMENT BILL.

Received from thetegislative Assembly.
and, on motion by the MINISTER FOR
LANDS, read a first time.

COAL MINES REGULATION BILL.

SECOND BEADING.

HON. E. MW. CLARKE, in moving the
second reading, said: It is not my inten-
tion to take up much of the time of hon.
members in speaking on this Bill. The
measure is before them, and it has been
before the country for some months past.
The report of the select committee
appointed to inquire into the Bill is also
available. As the result of its investiga-
tions, the select committee recommended
the adoption oif the Bill with amend-
ments suggested by variouslmine managers
at Collie. These amendments, with few
exceptions, have been adopted. in another
place. It is natural that a Bill of this
kind should contain some clauses which
are in favour of the men, and therefore
against the mine owners and managers.
The latter, of course, entertain objection
to these clauses. The report of the select
committee, I must specially mention, is
favourable, to the particular clauses. The
most important part of the Bill is that
dealing with accidents liable to happen
in a coal mine. From returns it appears
that many accidents have happened dur-
ing the last few months, and it follows
that unless preventive measures be taken
more will occur. The object of the Bill
is to minimise accidents by making rules
for the safe working of mines, and pro.
viding penalties for the infringement of
the rules. I shall not enter into a
detailed exposition of all the clauses of
the Bill, since these will come up for
Consideration in Committee. One pro-
vision to which I may direct particular
attention is that establishing an accident
fund. Nothing, I think, can more
recommend a measure to the sympathies
of bon. members tham a provision whereby
men who meet with slight accidents,
such as incapacitate them from work
for a short period, are compensated.
Nothing could be more laudable. Another
commendable feature of the Bill isthat
it makes ample provision for sanitation.
Legislation in that direction must c-er-
tainly be admitted to be perfectly safe.
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Another important matter dealt with is
ventilation. It must be admitted that
in small mines, such as those at Collie,
the managers are somewhat hampered
by want of funds, and hence may result
a tendency, not to scamp hygienic pro-
visions, but still to devote to them less
than their due meed of attention. We
are legislating for the future as wvell as
for the present, and our object should be
to pass a law which wilt make the mines
workable with safety. Our object should
be to minimise accidents and to provide,
as far as practicable, for sanitation.
Of course I do not claim that the Bill is
perfect in every respect. To draft an
absolutely perfect piece of legislation
would require sup)er-human skill and
knowledge. I do claim, however, that the
Bill is a, big stride in th-, right direction.
If, after the measure is passed, practical
experience should show that it is defec-
tive, it can be amended by farther
legislation. If we now devote our efforts
to obtaining the framework of a workable
Bill, we shll ultimately be able to attain
to something like a perfect piece of legis-
lation. I ask lhon. members to pass the
second reading. Of course, they will be
justified in challenging every clause as it
comes up in Committee, and at that stage
we shall he able to see what is the value
of the Bill. At p~resent, I ask bon.
members merely to accept the Bill in its
main features. Some of these I shall do
my best to preserve; but others, I frankly
admit, I an) willing to forego. I repeat,
the time to remedy any defects is in
Committee.

HoN. 0. E. DEMPSTER (East): I
have to call the attention of the House to
the fadt that tbis Bill has been drawn
more with a view of protecting the
employee than of protecting the employer.
All hon. members will agree that it is our
duty to carefully consider measures, and
to pass nothing that will be injurious
to either worker or employer. It
must be patent to ever~yone that the
interests of both classes are practi-
cally identical ; therefore the interests
of the one class must be protected as much
as those of the other. I trust that every
clause of the Bill will be carefully con-
sidered in Committee, and that where it
is evident the interests of the emnplo~yer
have not been conserved, hon. members
will endeavour to make the Bill safe. It

has been asserted that the gentleman who
introduced the measure in another place
stated no regard had been paid to the
interests of the employer in this measure.
The gentleman expressed himselfas caring
not a button how the employer fared.
That is an improper attitude to take in
endeavouring to frame laws. The duty of
Parliament is to consider equally 'the
interests of all parties.

HON. F. T. CR0OWDER (East): I shall
support the second reading of the Bill, in
the hope that when in Committee hon.
members will give every clause careful
consideration. If time will not allow of
due attention to the details of the Bill, it
had better be laid aside. I am quite
willing to devote my time to a careful
scrutiny of the measure; but, seeing the
importance of the subject dealt with, I
consider it would have been far better if
the Bill had come before us at an earlier

istage of the session. We have had but
little time to go into the measure since it
was read here for the first time last night.
Most of us, I daresay, have carefully
perused it. I see some difficulties in it.
For one thing, the Bill means giving the
Government power to spend more money
in appointing boards and, inspectors.
These inspectors will have secretaries and
assistants, and so the cost of Government
will go on increasing. One clause of the
Bill which needs special consideration is
Clause 72, under which mine owners are
compelled to contribute to an accident
fund, to the extent of one half-penny per
ton on the total output of their mines.
[Clause read.] Later, the Bill provides
that employees shall also subscribe to the
fund. I am willing to listen to any argu-
ment that can be brought to bear in
favour of this provision, which, however,
does not altogether commend itself to me.
The Workers' Compensation Bill has
passed this House, and will no doubt
become law very soon. In view of that
circumstance T fail to see the necessity
for Clause 72. Undoubtedly all mine-
owners will, under the Workers' Compen-
sation Bill, be compelled to insure against
accident to their employees. TJherefore,
I consider it unfair to cast on them the
additional burden of paying one half-
penny per ton on their total output as a
contribution to an accident fund. I see
no reason why the mine owners should be
subjected to a double tax in that respect.
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While contributing the one half-penny
per ton they will still be liable to suits
for damages in case of loss of life, or loss
of limb. Tbe Bill on the whole is simply
a, machinery Bill, dealing generally with
the working of coal mines, and on a good
many of its clauses I am unable to form
a judgment. 1, have read the evidence
taken by the select committee which
inquired into the Bill, and I think that
committee did exceedingly good work,
and went to a great deal of trouble to
obtain information. The outcome of its
labours is the Bill as amended. The object
of the amendments has been to equalise
muatters between, the employers and
employees. Personally, I am disposed to
regard the measure as pressing somewhat
hardly on the employers. From the
report of the select committee I gather
that this measure is much on the samne
lines as the corresponding Acts of New
South Wales and Victoria. The mines
in those States, however, have been in
existence for many years, and legislation
answering their requirements may not be
applicable to our mines, which are only
in their development state. I note that
the double tunnelling and air shaft
provision is; not to apply for twelve
months after work has started on a mine.
Still it may be that our mines are not in
&. position, and wa-y not be for two or
three years, to need the requirements of
the Bill. So far as I can find out in the
limited time at mny disposal, the only
objection the employers have to the Bill
is that the measure is not required at the
present time. The 'y say" that in a, few
years when the mines are farthe-r developed
the Bill will be a very good one. That is
a point for the Committee to consider;
still the Bill should not be passed through
the R ouse in a hurr 'Y. There are many
questions that require cam consideration
at our own hanuds. If members are pre-
pared to give that consideration I am
prepared to give my time to make the
beat we can of the Bill. I would sooner
give that time and see the Bill pass than
allow the Bill to go over without dis-
cussion until next session.

HoN. J. W. HACKETT (South-West):,
The gentlemen who have made themselves
responsible for the drafting of the Bill, if
they had heard the debate this afternoon,
must have felt satisfied with their labours.
The points which may he taken exception

to on behalf of the earnest supporters of
the rights of the en'vlovers are very few
indeed, and may beect outed on the fingers
of one hand. There may be some
questions open to debate, hut the main
portion, of the Bill where it is considered
and examined into will impress members
that a judicious and fair-minded attempt
has been made to meet a, case that is
crying ojut in many directions for a
remedy. The real object of introducing
the Bill is that it has been discovered that
the Mines Regulat inn Act of 1895 is not
sufficient to meet the circumstances
of a coal mine. All over the world
coal-miming is considered an occupation
which has to be made the subject of
differential legislatiou. The dangers con-
nected with coal-mining are of a peculiar
character, and they are dealt with by
special provisions solely peculiar to the
industry. This Bill is an earnest and
legitimate attempt to deal with this diffi-
culty. All I can say is that the condi-
tions under which the miners are employed
at Collie distinctly call for legislative
interference. The rules in force in other
parts are not enforced there, and the men
suffer from a degree of exhaustion and
bad air, and other conditions -which are
not known in other parts 'of Australia.
TIhe Bill is also uecessary to bring us into
line wvith other parts of Australia. 'There
is very little indeed in the Billthatisnew; it
is mostly a cop 'y or Acts which have been
working inu other States, and on the whole
have been considered to act fairly enough
both to the interests of the miner and the
employer. It is not necessary to labour
the matter of the second reading, as I am
sure the House -will unanimously pass it.
The Bill will be found to commend itself
to members, therefore I have much
pleasure in supporting the second reading.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

IN cOMITIE.

Clauties I to 3, inclusive-agreed to.
Clause 4-nterpretation of terms:-
HoN?. G. IANDELL: The word

"engineer " was used in the Bill, and
should be defined. He moved that at
the end of the clause the following be
added: "Engineer mneans a duly qualified
engineer."

HoNr. J. 11. SPEED: Was this amend-
ment necessary? Some men held eertifi-

Coal Mines -Biliz [14 FsBizuAFty, 1902.]
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cates to run engines, Ibut were not certifi-
cated mining engineers.

HoN. G. RAN DELL: The word
"engineer'" was given at Very wide mean-
mng in this country. Every engine-driver,
stoker, or fitter claimed to be an engineer.
Such a man was not required on this
board; therefore it was necessary to
define what was meant b -Y " engineer."

How. J. MK. SPEED: Why not say
"duly certificated engineerF"

HON. T, F. 0. BETMAGE:- Engineers
in Western Australia wyere not certifi-
cated. The only papers an engineer held
were those of his apprenticeship. The
amendmnent by Mr. Randell would meet
the case.

RON. J. M. SPsEE: "Duly qualified
mining engineer " would meet the case.

HoN. T. F. 0. BRIMAGE: There were
men in the country who called. themselves
"1mining engineers " because they man-
aged a mine, but they were not engineers
in the strict meaning of the term.

Amendment put and passed, and the
clause as amended agrevd. to.

Clause 5-agreed to.
Clause 6--Persons not to be emplo 'yed

below ground more than eight hours in
any day:-

'How. C. E. DEMPSTEH moved that
in sub-clause '2, line 4, " returns" be
struck out and the words " is relieved at
the face " be inserted in lieu.

RONs. T. P. 0. I3RIMAGE: It was to
he hoped the amtendment would -not be
pressed. It was the rule in all mines in
Australia that mniners were paid from the
time they went to the mouth of a shaft
until they returned to it. It was dis-
tinctly unfair to make a miiner's time
commence from the time when he arrived
at the face, which in some cases might be
two minutes and in others 20 minutes
from the time of arriving at the mouth of
the shaft.

How. F. T. CROWDER: MTr.
Dempster's amendment represented a fair
compromise. If the time expended. in
descending into a' mine should be taken
into account, then the time for coming
up should not he allowed. Under clause
7, an engine-driver had to work eight
hours over and. above the time occupied
in lighting and withdrawing fire. What
was fair in the case of engine-drivers
was fair in the case of miiers.

HoN. E, M. CLARKE: The object of
the clause was that a wan should be paid
from the time he presented himself at
the pit's mouth until he returned to the
pit's mouth. To walk down the face of
the mine with a kit of tools on one's
back was a hard 10 minutes' work.'

Hons. J. T. GLO WHEY:- It was to 1)e
hoped that Mr. Dempster's amendment
would be carried. The word " returns "
in sub-clause 2 was unsuitable, allowing,
as it did, of several interpretations.
There were certain hours at which shifts
began. work and left off work, and it
would be fair to fix the working time in
accordance with those hours.

HoN. C. E.DEMPSTRR: Theamend-
went was so reasonable that he wondered
at the Committee's hesitation in passing
it. It would be unfair to the mine
owner to compel him to pay for the time
a mian spent in standing about while
waiting to be relieved from duty.

HoN. H. G. BURGES: The clause,
unless amended, might lead to men
loitering about, and running the risk of
being blown up by a shot exploding in
the m ine.

HON. A. G. JENKINS: The clause
should be passed as it stood. As had
been remarked, a man might be relieved
ata point two or three hundred yards
distant from the shaft. The miner
should be paid from the moment he
entered the mine until the moment he
left it. This was the practice in gold-
mnines, and there was no reason why it
should not obtain in coal mines.

How. 0. BELLINGETAM: What about
the engine drivers ?

HoN. G. RANDELL: The parallel Mr.
Crowder bad drawn between the case of
the miner and that of the engine-driver
was inadmissible. In all businesses an
engine-driver had to beat his place before
other employees to do the ac. enumerated
in Clause 7; and his case was, therefore,
an exception. In the building trade, for
example, a, man was considered to have
started work when he arrived at the place
where the work was done. In the same
way, a miner's time ought to be counted
from the moment he arrived at the pil's
mouth, ready to be lowered or to travel
down the shaft, until such time as he
returned to the pit's mouth; because
during the whole of that period. he was in
the servicof his employer. The meaning

[COUNCIL.] in Commillee.
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of the word "1returns " in this sub-clause
was not perfectly clear.

HoN. G. BE:LLNGRou: The addition
of the words "to the pit's mouth"
would. make the meaning clearer.

HON. G. RANDELL: Yes; that
-would be better.

How. J. W. HACKETT: The clause
should be allowed to remain as it stood.
A large proportion of men working
underground were not employed at the
face at all, and thus their cases were not
provided for by the amendment. It was
useless to expect. coal miners to accept
less favourable conditions than were
granted to gold miners. The adoption
of the amendment would simply mean
that an amending Bill would be before
the House next session.

How. G. BELINGHAM: It would
be well if Sub-clause 2 were struck out
altogether. Sub-clause 1 provided that
no person should be employed below
ground for more than eight consecutive
hours at any time, or for more than 48
hours in any week, except in cases of
emergency. The Collie coal mines, of
course, were still in their early stages;
but in large coal minesin the othier States
and in England men lived underground
for a week at a time, without cowning to
the surface at all. Assuming that the
same practice were eventually adopted
here, would the men have to he paid for
the whole timne they remained under-
ground ?

HON. H. J. SAUNDERS: Sub-clause
1 distinctly stated that a man was not to
work for more than eight consecutive
hours at a time. To meet that difficulty,
Mr. Dempster's amendment might be put
in these words, " until he returns to the
surface." This change would overcome
the difficulty and give effect to the evident
intention of the Bill.

HON. J. D. CONNOLLsY:- Coal mining
being an ext remely daingerous occupation,
the men engaged in it should be afforded
every protection. If the amendmuent
were carried, mine-owners were absolved
from liability in respect of accidents
which might occur to men after they had
completed their working time at the face.
The clause should be passed as it stood.

Amendment pot and negatived.
Hon. H. J. SATJNDBRS moved that

at the end of Sub-clause 2, the words
"to the surface" be inserted.

*Hon. T. F, 0. BRIMAGE:- No
necessity to alter the clause. Three
shifts of miners were employed to work
in a mine, and the manager arranged the
shifts to suit the convenience of the men
and the mnine.

Amendment put and passed, and the
- clause as amended agreed to.

Clauses 7 to 11, inclusive--agrreed to.
Clause 12- Payment of persons emi-

ployed in mines byv weight:-
How. F. T. CROWDER: Had a mimer

Ito be paid for everything he got from the
mine, whether stones, rubbish, or coalP
This appeared to be the vase according
to the clause.

How. E. MW. CLARKE:- If a miner
Ifilled his skip with stones, the mine
manager might say he would not pay the
miner for that. The clause allowed an

*agreement to be come to between the
manmager and the miner.

HoN. F. T. CROWVDER: If -no agree-
meat were made between the ranager
and the miner, the manager would have

Ito pay the emplo y ee for all he got from
the mine, whether stones, coal, rubbish,
or whatever it was.

Clause put and passed.
Clauses 13 to 22, inclusive- agreed

to.
Clause 23-Constitutiou of beard of

examiners:
Hion. F. T. CROWDER: 'What was to

be the cost to the country of the boardP
Was it to be a paid boardr And what
were the members to be paid ?

HoN. E. MW. CLARKE: There was no
desire to rush this Bill through. He

1 moved that the clause be postponed, so
that he might get the information.

Motion put and passed, and the clause
postponed.

Clause 24-Certificates of competency
of managers and under-managers:

HON. J. M. SPEED:- As clause 23 had
been postponed, and as the following
clauses up to and inclusive of chlause 36
were consequential, he mored that clauses
24 to 36 inclusive be postponed.

How. A. B. Kwmsoin: What for?
How. E. MW. CLARKE:- Not being in

a position to say how the board would be
paid, or whether they were to be paid at
all, he would agree to the postponement
so that information might be obtained.

How. J. MW. SPEED:- It would be
absurd to go on with the clauses until it
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was known whether clause 23 would be1
passed.

Motion put. and a division taken with
the following result:-

Ayes .. .. 13
Noes .. 5

Majority foi
ArEs.

Ron. T. F. 0. Brimege,
Eon. IR. G, llnrges
Ron. E, M. Clarks
Hon. F. T. Crowder
Hon. (). H. Dlempster
Hon. J. T. 0ilowrsy
Bon. A. J)ameson
Bon. A. G. Jenkins
Tion. J. Z. Richardson
Hon. H. J. Saunders
Eon. C. Sommers
Hoe. J. M. Speed
B~on. 0. Bellinghamn

(TIer),

S
Noe0,

Ron. J. 1). (osnoll
Hon. J. W. Hackett
Hon. A. 14. Kidson
Eon. (I. Handell
Ron. It, V, Ol~rien

(Toliar).

Motion thus passed, and Clauses 24
to 36 postponed.

Clause 37-itgreed to.
HON. E. M. CLARKE moved that

progress be reported.
Motion put, and a division taken with

the following result:
Ayes :.. ... ... 10
Noes ... .. -- . ... 8

Majority for..

lion. G. Belliugham Io
Hon. Rt. 0. Dno-ges 1101
Hon H E.31 Clarke Hot
lion. P. T. Crowder lnt
lBon. 3., T. O lowrey 1o0
Hon. A. Jameson no:
lion. (3G. adell nBon. J. E. Richardson lion
Hon., H. J. Seunders
lion. C. E. Demipster

. lTelier).

.. 2
Noss.

T.. F. 0. Ba-image
. W . t'nnll

n. A. G. Jenkins
u. A. B. Eldson
n. C. $ommnere
n. J. M. Speed

(Teller).

Motion thus passed.
Progress reported, and leave given to

sit again

ADJOURNMENT.
THE, MINISTER FOR LANI)S moved

that the House at its rising do ad 'journ
until the next Monday, at 4-30 p.m.

Question put and passed.
The House adjourned accordingly at

22 minutes past 6 o'clock until the next
Monday.

tegi%(atibz (Azzeb~p.
Friday, 14thi February, 1.902.

Pae ieeted-Vaccination, Rooms Inadequate-8ntion: Kalgoorlie Hospital Site-Question:
niv1-1"rsitcy Ex-hibition, Examination Papo3re-Qem-

dion: State Mrining Engineer, Applicants-Question:
Military Gontingents--Lend Act Amendment Sill
third reeding-bMerorlitan Waterworks Amend-
meat Bill, third reading- Munmicipal Institutions
Act Amendment Bill, third reading-North Perth
Tramway. Bill (postponement) - - Industrial Con-
ciliation3 and Arbitration FillI Coneil's Amend-
mnents- Wes, Beer, and Spiit Sale Amendmrent
Bill, Conils suggestioiz-6aols Act Amendment
Bill, second rading, in Committee, third rading-
Midland Rail'n Inqur' Joint Committee's
Report-Prth snb'nn'Lernds (Subinec) Exchang
All1, second reading, etc.- - Wines, Beer, and Spirit
Sale Amendment ]Bill (No. 2), to Committee; Bill
arrested-Adjournment.

Tiai SPEAKER took the Chair at
4'30 o'clock, pm.

PRAYERS.

PAPER PRESENTED.
By the PREmiER: Journal of the

0Calvert Scientific Exploring Expedition,
1896- 7.

Ordered: To lie on the table.

QUEST IOW-VACOCTNATION, ROOMS
INADEQUATE.

MR. DAGLISH asked the Colonial
Secretary: i, Is lie aware that the
accommnodation in the public vaccination
rooms is quite inadequate, and that much
annoyance and worry are inflicted upon
in others having their children vaccinated,
owing to the crowding of those who have
been operated on with those awaiting
operation? z, Will he take steps to have
this remuedied.

TE COLONIAL SECRETARY
replied: I am not aware as to the first
question. I will inquire as to the second.

QUESTIOIN-KALGOORLLE HOSPITAL
SITE.

Ma. J. RESIDE asked the Colonial
Secretary:- Whether the site of the
present hospital in Kalgoorlie was ever
objected to by the Kalgoorlie Municipal
Council. If so, when?

THE COLONIAL SECRETARY
replied: There is no record of any such

iobjection. In June last the Kalgoorlie
Municipal Council interviewed the Hon.
the Premier and protested against the
reinoval of the hospital from Kalgoorlie,
and have recently forwarded a petition
making the same protest.

[ASSEMBLY.) Questimur.


