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no law made under this paragraph or regulation
under such law shall allow of competition with
a State instrumentality in the carriage of pas-
sengers or goods except on terms approved of
by the State.’’

I do not intend to speak to that amend-
ment, because the ground has heen fully
covered during the discussion of the last
amendment. But this amendment makes it
definite whether we want to take any steps to
protect ourselves, although we know that
otherwise the inevitable result will be that
our State instrumentalities will suffer
grievous barm.

Amendment put and a division taken with
the following result:—
Aves .. . .. .. 16
Noes .. ‘e . .. 19

Majority against .. .- 3

AYES.

Mr. Boyle Mr. Perkins

Ars. Cardell-Oliver Mr. Sampscn

Mr. Hughes Mr, Seward

Mr. Kecoan Mr. Shearn

Mr. Kelly Mr. Thorn

Mr. Mann Mr, Watts

Mr. McDonnld Mr. Willmott

Mr. MeLarty Mr. Doney

{DPeller.)

NoEs

Mr, Beoiry Mr. Nulsen

AMr. Coltier Mr. Paaton

Mr. Coverley Mr, Slectian

Mr. Fox Mr. Tonkin

Mr. Hawke Mr, Triat

Mr. J. Hegney Mr, Willcock

Mr. W. Hegney Mr. Wilson

Mr, Johnson Mr, Withere

Mr. Leahy Mr. Cross

Mr. Needham fTeller.)
PAIRS.

AYEN Noka.

Mr Abbou Mr. Holman

Mr. Hill Mr. F. C, L. Smith

Mr. North Mr. Rodoreda

Mr. Patrick Mr. Wise

Mr. J. H. 8mith Mr. Raphael

Mr, Stubbs Mr. Styants

Mr. Warner Mr. Millington

Amendment thus negatived.

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

Ayes .. . . .. 19

Noes .. . . .. 18
Majority for . 3
ATEN,
Mr. Berry Mr. Needham
AMr. Colller Mr. Nul=en
Mr. Coverley Mr. Pauten
Mr. Cross Mr. Sleeman
Mr. Fox Mr, Tonkin
Mr. Hawke Mr. Triat
Mr. J. Heguey AMr. Willeoeh
Mr. W, Hegner¥ Mr. Withera
Mr. Johnson Mr. Wilson
Mr. Leahy (Teiler.)

[COUNCIL.}

NOEe.
Mr. Boyle Mr. Perkins
Mrs. Cardeli-Oliver Mr. Bampson
Mr. Hughes Mr, Seward
Mr. Keenan Mr. Shearn
Mr. Kelly Mr, Theorn
Mr. Mann Mr. Watts
Mr. McDonald Mr, Willmott
Mr. McLarty Mr. Doney
(Teller.y
PAIES,

AYES, NoEs.,
Mr. Holman Mr. Abhott
Mr. F. C, L. Smlth Mr. Hill
Mr. Redoreda Mr. North
Mr, Wise Mr. Patrick
Mr. Raphael Mr. J. H. Smith
Mr. Styants Mr. Stubbs
Mr. Millington Mr. Warner
Question thus passed; the paragraph

agreed fo.

Progress reported.

BILL—PUBLIU AUTHORITIES
(RETIREMENT OF MEMEERS),

Received from the Council and read a first
time.

House adjourned at 6.59 p.m.

Legislative Council.
TWednesday, 10th March, 1943.

PAGE

Bills: Coal Mine Warkers (Pensions), Com. . v 2706
Vermin Act Amendment, A.semhly 3 request for

conference e 2784

Adjournment, special 2784

The PRESIDENT took the Chair at 2.15
p.an., and read pravers.

BILL—COAL MINE WORKERS
{PENSIONS).

In Committee.

Resumed from the previeus day. Hon. V.
Hamersley in the Chair; the Chief Secretarv
in charge of the Bill.

The CHAIRMAN: Progress was reported
alter Clause 1 had becn agreed to.

Clause 2: Interpretations:

Hon. L. CRAIG: Before I deal with the
amendments standing in my nmne, may I
congratulate the President on the suecess
and glllantr) of his son, as recorded in this
morning's paper? T am sure he must feel
gratified that he hag such a remarkably
elficient son who so far has come through a
most dangerous part of the fighting. I
would personally like to congratulate him on
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the honour conferred upon his son and to
say I hope the young man will come through
the war safely.

Members: Hear, hear!

Hon. L. CRAIG: In placing my amend-
ments on the notice paper, I have had only
one object in view, namely, to confine this
pensions scheme fo underground workers. 1
am not an anthority on coalmining or mining
of any sort. I have not consulted anybody
about the Bill, but after reading it as a lay-
man I fe't that the people of this eountry
would be definitely against giving a pension
to evervhody who has any connection with
coalmining, which is what this Bill, as it
stands, does do. It provides pensions for
those who cart coal to the trucks, but not
for those who take the trucks somewhere
else. 1 feel that the people of this country,
knowing what Avstralia has doné in connec-
tion with coalminers generally, would be
wi ling to grant pen<ions to those who hew
the coal hut not to all the other people who
are indireetly couneeted with the industry. I
am quite satisfied that all the amendments 1
have prepared are not eomplete.  Other
members may have just as important amend-
ments which I have not seen or of which I
have not suffieient knowledwe to give a con-
sidered opinion, but T want the Com-
mittee o bear in mind that my only ob-
jegtive is to confine pensions to underground
workers who get the coal.

Hon. J. A. Dimmitt: You said during the
second reading debate that your objective
was to chop the Bill about.

Hon. L. CRAIG: I want to chop it about
and put it into shape, just as one chops
down a tree and makes guite handsome fur-
niture ont of the timber. The Minister took
me to task for usine the word “roften.”
That is -a fgure of speech. One speaks
ahout a roften book, or a roiten pieture.
When members consider tha repercussions
of this mea~ure, I think thev will agree that
portions of it are prefty rotten. Perhaps
the expressions T used are not as artistic a3
those of some other members.

The Chief Secretary: Yours may be a
rotten opinion!

Hon. L. CRATG: Yes, perhaps it may be;
but I think that even though my opinions
are motten, the majoritv of members will
agree with me. My first amondment is one
that explains itseif, the purpose being fo
eliminate from the henefits of the Bill those
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who are not working underground. I move
an amendment—

That in lines 1 and 2 of paragraph (a) ot
the definition of ‘*mine worker’’ the words and
parentheses ‘¢ (whether underground or above
ground) in or about’’ be struck out, and the
words ‘‘underground in’’ inserted in lieu.
The Minister claims that many other people
who are covered by the Bill have been, or
will be, working underground. They are in-
cluded because they have earned the righi
to a pension.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: Whatever
the Committee decides regarding the amend-
ment will determine whether or not the Bill
is to be cut ahout as suggested by Mr. Craig,
who is anxious that the pensions scheme shall
apply to men who work underground.
Therefore it is important to consider fully
the implications of the amendment. We may
aceept Mr. Craig's explanation of the terms
be used during his second reading speech.

‘Knowing him as I do, I did not attach the

same importance to his expressions as 1
might have on other oceasions. I was sur-
prised to hear him say that he knows very
little ahout coatmining. I should have
thought he would know sufficient about the
industry at Collie to indicate to him that the
provision of pensions along the lines sug-
gested by him in the amendments he has
placed on the notice paper would be quite
unaceeptable to those engaged in the indus-
iry and would inflict a gross injustice upon
a number of men, few though they might be.
Yesterday afternoon I took the opportunity
briefly to explain the position of some of
the men who would be deprived of the right

to a pension if the amendment were
agreed to,

I shall repeat some of the information
that has been supplied to me for the infor-
mation of the Committee. The effect of
the amendment, if agreed to, will mean that
practically all the men working in the coal-
mining industry who are not omployed
underground will he exclnded from the pen-
sions scheme. There may be one or two
who on account of the ftime limit will be
included but others will be absolutely ex-
cluded. Tt must be rememhered that the
undergronnd workers are frequently re-
ernited from the yvoong men who eommence
their association with the industry by being
employed on the surface. Employed there
2lso are older men who have bheen for 20 or
more years below ground and are given em-
ployment on the surface when their physieal-
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condition is such that they can no longer work
underground. This serves to indicate how
diffieult it is to draw a fine distinction as be-
tween underground and surface workers with
regard to pension rights. As I previously
intimated the Bil} has been designed to bring
the various sections of the coalmining in-
dustry of Australia into line with regard to
pensions, The definition of “mine worker”
which appears in the Bill is in practically
the same terms as the definitions that appear
in the three similar Acts that are at present
operative in Australia.

Hon. H. 8. W. Parker: Can you tell us
where those Acts are operative?

The CHIEF SECRETARY: In Queens-
land, New South Wales and Victoria.

Hon. H. 8. W. Parker: Can you tell me
the date of the Queensland Aect?

The CHIEF SECRETARY:
passed in 1940 or 1941.

Hon. L. B. Bolton: Has not the New
South Wales Act been suspended for the
period of the war?

The CHIEF SECRETARY: Not that I
know of.

Hon. L. B. Bolton: I understand it has
been suspended for the currency of the war.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: The hon.
member appreciates that the Government
does not propose to proclaim during the wav
period the provisions in the Bill with regard
to the retirement of coalminers when they
reach 60 years of age. Mr. Mann has an
amendment on the notice paper with the ob-
ject of putting into statutory form what is
the intention of the Government in that re-
gard. The desive is to make the several Aects
thronghout the Commonwealth reciprocal,
ond if the amendment were agreed to it
would mean that surface workers now em-
ploved on coalmines in the Eastern States
where they are entitled to a pension, would
not enjoy similar pension rights if they came
to Western Australia to work on the sur-
faee at Collie. That indicates that members
must be careful regarding what they do in
seeking to amend the Bill. I have empha-
sised the fact that it is difficult to draw a dis-
tinetion between surface workers and under-
ground workers in various diveetions. Yes-
terday I referred to the position of check-
weighers. There are only five men involved
and each has spent many years underground.
The check-weighers at the Griffin, Stockton
and Co-operative mines are all suffering
from the effects of accidents and were ap-

It was
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pointed to their present positions by their
mates because they were not able to
undertake any other class of work on the
mines.

Hon. L. Craig: Have not those men al-
ready earned their right to a pension?

The CHIEF SECRETARY: Yes, if re-
tired at the present time.

Hon. L. Craig: They will not he ex-
cluded.

The CHIEF SECRETARY : I differ from
that view. If those men are employed for
a period of five years in the positions they
now oceupy as surface workers, they will
he excluded from the pension scheme he-
cause Mr. Craig by his gmendments geeks
to make it apply only to underground
workers. They will not be mine workers
within the meaning of the legislation. Mr.
Craig moay not have given any thought to
that aspect, which is very important. More-
over the check-weighers hold their positions
for a quarter and should they recover suffi-
ciently to take their places alongside their
mates underground or to do some other work,
it is possible that the men would not be re-
appointed to their present positions—al-
though that is not very likely at present. At
the Cardiff mine the check-weigher has
worked underground for 30 years, but he
would be disqualified from the right to a
pension under the five year provision, if
Mr. Craig has his way. The same position
arises at the Proprietary mine where the
check-weigher is a man who has 20 years
of underground service to his credit. The
workmen’s inspector, who is also specified
in the Bill, is appointed under the provisions
of the Coal Mines Regulation Act, 1902-40.
He is really an underground worker, 90 per
cent. of his time heing spent underground.

Hon, L. Craig: He was an underground
worker?

The CHIEF SECRETARY: He actually
is now. He would be excluded from the bene-
fits of the measure when it is proclaimed.
Strong exception has heen taken to the in-
clusion of the union secretary. That pro-
vision can affect only one individual, as I
pointed out yesterday. I am aware that
some members place a different interpreta-
tion on the provision from the one T advance.
The only individual affected in this econnce-
tion is the gencral secretary of the miners’
vnion, and I bhelieve he bas had something
like 30 vears’ experience underground as a
coalminer,
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Hon, A, Thomson: Would not he be en-
titled to a pension?
The CHIEF SECRETARY: Not if the

definition is amended as suggested. Then he

will be exciuded as not being an underground
worker. He is subject to election every 12
months; and it 1s reasonable to expect that
the gentleman who holds the position, being
who he is and heing as capable as he is,
will retain it for a considerahle time.

Hon, C. B. Williams: He might never ve-
quire a pension.

The CHIEF SECRETARY : In any event,
his contributions have to be paid by the
union. I see no just reason for the exoiu-
sion of these men from the bencfits of the
measure, more particularly when I peint out
that we desire this legislation te he re-
ciprocal in its incidence with corresponding
legislation in the Eastern States. One hon.
mwember on the second reading objected to the
Bill applying to miners only, although asso-
ciated with the manual side of lahour. He
referred to certain individuals not included
inh the Bill. So far as I am aware, there
still exists a fund which provides pensions
for the administrative staff of Amalgamated
{Collieries. Those who have read the various
reports on the Collie eoal industry, and es-
pecially the Herman report, will be aware
that there is in that fund a considerable
sum1 of monev. The fund was estab-
lished by the company quite voluntarily
to provide pensions for administrative offi-
cials. T have been supplied with informa-
tion that the corresponding Queensland Act
was assented to in December, 1941 ; the New
Bouth Wales Aet, in 1942; and the Vietorian
Act,in 1943. I am also advised that pensions
are now being paid under those Acts. That
answers Mr, Bolton’s question as to suspen-
sion of the New South Wales Aect. If the
Bill becomes law, it is not proposed to pro-
claim the compulsory retirement section until
after the war.

Hon. W. J. Mann: I think the New South
Wales Act was amended in 1942,

Hon. H. S. W, Parker: Has the Chief
Secrefary any particulars as to the manner
in which the fund for the Amalgamated Col-
Yieries Company’s clerks is raised?

The CHIEF SECRETARY: It is raised
from the company’s own funds, similarly to
such funds established by many large com-
panies. Mr. Mann may be perfectly correct
1in suggesting that the New Sonth Wales Act
was first passed in 1941, and amended in
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1942. My information, however, is that the
measure was assented to in 1942.

Hon. H, S. W. PARKER: As regards
persons employed, in paragraph (a) of Sub-
clause (1) the word “employed” is used, and
in paragraph (b) the word used is “en-
gaged.” Why are distinet words used in
the same sohelanse unless they have dif-
ferent meanings? However, I can raise that
peint later.

Hon. W. J. MANN: In considering the
amendment we shounld take care tbat we do
not penalise certain men who work most of
their time underground and only a small
proportion on the suorface, An engineer
employed on a mine works a fair amount
of his time underground, and the halanee in
his office. An electrician, again, spends a
great deal of his time underground, and the
rest of his time aboveground making pre-
parations for the work he has to do below
the surface. Then therc are men who have
charge of timbering below ground. They
come above ground to prepare the timber.
All these men in my opinion are entitled to
consideration. My contention is that there
should be another clause defining the posi-
tion of men who work part of the time un-
derground. The New South Wales Aect is
quite interesting in this respect. The parent
Aect of that State, I notice, was assented to
on the Sth October, 1941, and the amending
Act on the 19th June, 1942,  The latter
makes the parent Aet apply to the manager
and the under-manager. Eungineers and elec-
tricians were expressly excluded from the
parent Aect; but the 1942 Act restored them
to the parent measure, fhus showing that
they have a right to be eclassed as mine
workers. I think the amendment will penal-
ise certain persons who have a perfect right
to be classed as part-time miners.

Hon. L. CRAIG: I have no intention of
doing an injustiee to any man who has
worked underground and thus earned his
right to a persion. The reply of the Chief
Secretary was not eonvineing. He said that
most of the workers had heen underground
workers and as such had earned the right to
a pension. Beeanse New South Wales has
done romething is not to say that we shonld
de it. The eonditions in Western Australia
are diflerent from those in New South
Wales. We must not be guided altogether
by what another State does. I am sure that
the electors of Western Australia are nof in
aceord with the idea that everyone con-
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nected with the coalmining industry should
be granted a pension. Had it not been for
my amendments that appear on the notice
paper I believe this Bill would have heen
lost, and that the voalminers would not have
been put in the way of receiving pensions.
The miners owe me a debt of gratitade for
saving the Bill.

Hon. J. (. HISLOP: I support the
amendment, becaunse I feel we should limit
the payment of pensions to those men who
work underground. Many of the difficulties
foresecn hy the Chief Seerotary eould, I
think, be rectified hy considered attention
heing given to Clanse 6. When we come to
that clause we can amend it to cover any dis-
abilities that may arise. There will be men
who have worked for long periods under-
ground and then accepted positions on the
surfaee. I do not want to see any man pen-
alised becanse he has aceepied a job an tha
surface after he has been working under-
ground for, say, 20 years,

The CHIEF SECRETARY: I am sorry
my explanation has not altered the opinion
expressed by either Mr. Craig or Dr. Hislop.
Both members are under a misapprehension.
In no other industry is the community en-
gaged in it so self-contained as is the case
with those eonnected with the coalmining
industry. Members have suggested distin-
guishing between men who are working
underground and others whe may be en-
gaged wholly on the surface—but that would
not work. Al these people are engaged in
the one industry, and all are essential to
the mining of coal. Dr. Hislop thinks we
shonld wait until we reach Clause 6. I sug-
gest we should do nothing with the clause
now under considervation, so that it would
not then he necessary to reetify anything
at a later stage. The proportion of surface
workers to underground workers is some-
thing like 180 to 900. XNumbers of young
men are working on the surface, but will
eventually find their way underground, so
that very few will be left of those who are
not working underground. In hoth New
Soutk Wales and Queensland the definition
of “mine worker” has been extended rather
than restrieted. We wonld be making a
prave mistake if we interfered with the de-
finition contained in the Bill. Mr. Parker
asked what difference there was betwecn
“employed” and “engaged.” As those words
are used in the Bill there is no difference
between them. I have made the position

[COUNCIL.]

clear and 1 shall be sorry if the amendment
ig agreed to.

Hon. F. MOORE: It has Dbeen said that
many Young men are gravitating under-
ground after they have heen employed for
some time on the surface. That heing so,
it would be a good idea to bring all those
young men into the pensions schema as soon
as possible. That could be achieved by pass.
ing the clause as printed. When this Bill
becomes Jaw those men who are at present
working on the surface <honld at once com-
menee making their contributions to the
scheme.

Hon. C. F. BAXTER: The example of
New South Wales and Queensland with re-
spect to legislation of this kind has heep ad-
vanced as an argument why this eclause
should be passed. If members are allowing

‘themselves to he guided by what has heen

done in those States in industrial matters,
I can only say they have not gone very
carefuliv into that phase. My, Moore sug-
gested that the younger men should immedi-
ately begin contributing to the pensions
scheme, although still engaged on the sor-
face. Why bring in men who are not run-
ning the risk that is being run by the under-
ground workers? Members who have sup-
prorted the Bill so far desire to give relief
to underground workers on reaching the age
of retirement, not to men who have been
working only on the surface. I point out
that as a result of this pensions scheme the
price of Collie coal will go up, and the rail-
way echarges will have to be increased to
meet that. The charge for ecoal to private
consnmers will also go up. HRventually in-
ereases all round will take place. Are we
to continue loading industry in this State?
We already have to meet ¢xcessive costs and
privileges under our Industrial Arbitration
Act.

Hon. C. B. Williams: I submit that the
hon. member is not speaking to the amend-
ment before the Chair. He is making a
second reading speech!

Hon. C. F. BAXTER: How many indus-
tries will we have carrying on after the
war? What will they produce? The reason
we have not more industries is not beeanse
Western Australia is so far from the East-
ern States but because Mr. Cartin—

Point of Order.

Hon. C. B. Williams: On a point of order,
Mr. Baxter is not addressing himself to the
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question before the Chair.
Courtin to do with it?

The Chairman: Will you, Mr. Baxter,
please confine your remarks to the proposed
amendment?

‘What has Mr.

Commitiece Resumed.

Hon, C. F. BAXTER: We will certainly
load industry if this amendment is not agreed
to.

Hon. E. M. HEENAN: This legislation
appears to me to be very wise and generous.
It may he described as experimental. I
have been under the impression that its gen-
eral principle is to give pensions {o men em-
ployed in the coalmining industry. Are we
going to split straws and say that ceriain
of the men in that industry are not
to receive these benefits—and a very small
proportion of the men, too? T take it that
later similar legislation will be introduced
to deal with other large bodies of workers.
That is the present-day trend, and most of
us hope that the principle embodied in this
measure will be extended. 1t will only make
for trouble and be unwise for us to dif-
ferentiate between the surface and under-
ground workers. It would also be unfair to
the men in the industry. Let us look at this
in a liberal way and embrace everyone em-
ployed in the industry.

Hon. C. B. WILLTAMS: I oppose the
amendment. It seems that certain members
are determined to defeat the Bill. It is im-
possible to carry out any scheme of insur-
ance unless all the employees in the indus-
try are included. When this Parliament
passed a somewhat similar Act dealing with
goldminers, it included the surface workers.
If members know anything at all about
the working of the Mine Workers' Relief
Fund, they will know that the surface work-
ers represent about 2 per cent. of those in
the goldmining industry, and that they would
probably never come under the relief fund,
as they have to undergo the Inboratory test
before entering the industry. Nevertheless,
these men have to pay their 9d. per week
the same as the underground men. It is
unlikely that they will benefit to the ex-
tent of even a penny-piece. It is the same
with the coalminers. A surface man would
not desire to be retired at 60 years of age.
His work is not so strenuous ag that of the
underground worker. I see no reason why
the surface workers should not be included.
The whole argument in support of the
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amendment is that the companies will have
to pay so much extra for the surface men,
but we should have the fund.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: I wish to
refer to Mr. Baxter's remarks. It is as well
perhaps that we should have his viewpoint
on the prineciple invelved in this Bill. He
is opposcd altogether to pensions for coal-
tniners,

Hon. C. F. Baxter: I said that in my
sccond reading speech.

The CHIEF SECRETARY : T do not find
fanlt with the hon. member for holding that
view, but because of the argument he used
to suobstantiate it. It will make no differ-
ence to the mining eompanies whether the
surface workers are included or not. The
Bill provides that there shall be a contribu-
tion of a certaln amount per ton on coal
produced as a contribution to the pensions
fund. Therefore, it does not matter very
much to the mining companies whether the
surface workers are included or not. It
might make a differenee to the amount esti-
mated as necessarv to meet the liabilities of
the fund, but it would not alter the fact
that the companies must contribute in
accordance with the quantity of coal pro-
duced. It would make no difference, either,
to the praportions of the other confributors.
T'here is nothing in the argument, therefore,
that they would be affected in that way. We
would be making a very serious mistake if
we cndeavoured to split the ranks of the
workers by differentiating between the
undergronnd and surface workers. Suffi-
cient has been saud, not only by myself but
by other members—even those opposed to
this Bill—to indicate clearly that the gen-
eral consensus of opinion throughout the
Commonwealth i1s that those cogaged in the
coalmining industry should he provided with
pensions legislation of this kind., As I have
already said, some of the clauses of this
measure, and this one in particular, are
practieally word for word with sections in
the existing Aets in the other States,

Amendment put and a division taken.
The CHATIRMAN: Before the tellers are

appointed, I give my vote with the ayes.
Division resulted as follows:—

Ayes
Noes

Majority for

ol Bl
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AYFR.
Hnn. C. F, Baster Hon. J. G. Hislop
Hon. L. B. Bolton Hon, H. S, W, Parker
Hon. Slr Hnl Colebatcb Hon. H. L, Roehe
Heon, L, Crai Hon. H. Seddo
Hon. J. A. Dlmmm Hon. F, R, Welah
Hon. F. E, (iibgon Hon. G. B. Wood
Hon. V. Hamersley Hon. G. W. Miles
{ Tobive.)
NoEB.
Hon. C. R. Cornish Hon. W. J. Mann
Hon, J. M. Drew Hon, T. Moore
Hon E.H. Gray Hon. A, Thomson
Hon, E, H, H. Hall Hon. H. Tuckey
Hon. E. M. Heenan Hon, C. B, Williams
Hon. W, H. Kitson Hon. W. R. Hall
1 Peller,)

Amendment thus passed.

Hon. H. S8, W. PARKER: I move an
amendment—

That paragraph (b) of the definition of
‘“mine worker’” be struck out.
This qualification inciudes a person who was
at any time after the 31st December, 1937,
engaged as a coalminer in this State. The
object of the paragraph is to make the mees-
sure retrospeetive to 1937, and I can see no
reason for so deing. It is mest unusnal for
4 pensions measure to be made refrospee-
tive. Subseriptions cannot start until the
Act has been proclaimed or assented to, and
that should be the starting point for the
pensions.

The CHIEY SECRETARY: There must
be a qualification period, and if Mr. Parker
had his way, a miner retired at 60 yecars of
age would not be entitled to a pension until
five years had elapsed from the time of the
proclamation of the Act. I am astounded
that thc hon. member shonld make such a
suggestion. Every provision of the Bill has
been carefully considered with a view to
providing an equitable measure for the coal-
miners. Queensland and New South Wales,
in their legislafion, went back to 1928,
whereas we have fixed a period of approxi-
mately five years. Many miners who will
be 60 hefore the war ends and others who
have turned 60 will be affeeted. The hon.
member should have studied the implication
of his proposal before submitting it to the
Committee.

Hon. H. 8. W, Parker: What is the im-
plication?

The CHIEF SECRETARY : If the para-
graph is deleted, there will he no pensions
for miners who at present are G0 years of
age.

Hon, H. 8. W. PARKER : Is it intended
to grant pensions of £3 a weck or so to
miners who are now 60 years of age?

The Chief Seeretary: Yes.

[COUNCIL.]

Hon. H. 5. W. PARKER: I did not think
we were committing ourselves to sueh a wide
proposal. Clause 6 refers to a worker em-
ployed at the commencement of this part of
the Act or at the date upon which he attaing
the age of 60 years. I thought the object
was to provide pensions for miners who at
some future time reach the age of 60.

Hon. C. B. Williams: Would you exclude
the others?

Bon. H. 5. W. PARKER: They would
be in the same position as men who have
already retired from the industry and for
whom ro pensions were provided. After the
Minister’s explanation, I feel more convinced
than ever that the paragraph should he
struck out.

Hon, C. B. WILLIAMS: If g miner is
58 years of age and the war continues for
another two years, be will not be catered
for under the amendment, If he is 61 and
on the termination of the war is 63, he will
not be catered for. There must he a start-
ing point. The provision, according to my
reading, means that a man who was work-
ing in the mines in 1937, if 60 or over when
the measure is proclaimed, will be eligible
for a pension. What wonld the hon. mem-
ber substitute for this paragraph? Seem-
ingly he wishes to provide that if the meas-
ure is proclaimed in 1946 and a miner is
then 66 years of age, he will not be entitled
to a pension. Surely Mr. Parker does not
propose that the measure should cover only
those who enter the industry in the future!
The object of the Bill is to make provision
for the old men, so that they may leave the
mines and not stand in the way of younger
men who would be sble to break more coal.

Hon. C. F. BAXTER: I agree that there
must be & starting point, but if must be on
a sound basis, The paragraph, however,
would introduee the vicious principle of re-
trospective legislation which has bheen so
strongly opposed in this Chamber, and it is
to be applied to a pensions scheme, the finan-
cial limits of which cannot yet be deter-
mined. I would agree to the pensions dating
from the time the measure is assented to.
Retrospective legislation is rotten legisla-
tion and reflects diseredit upon those who
support it. The Superannuation and Family
Benefits Act applying to public servants
was not made retrospective. Why should the
coalminers have their pensions made retro-
spective for 514 years?
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The Chief Secretary: That is the qualifi-
cation.

Hon. C. F. BAXTER: Yes, the qualifica-
tion for the pension. The date of assent or
proclamation should be the starting point.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: I am as-
tounded that such a viewpoint should be ex-
pressed by any member. If the amendment
were agreed to and the war ended tomorrow,
all the coalminers of G0 years and over would
not be entitied to a pension.

Hon. H. §. W. Parker: Assume there is
no war.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: We cannot
do that; it is an aetual fact. The measure
will not be put into operation until the end
of the war. If the war ended today every
miner who could qualify would be entitled
to a pension, but under the amendment
miners over 60 would have to be compul-
sorily retired and would have no peuasion
rights. Yet some of those men may have
served in the mines for 30 or 40 years.
Mr. Parker, who is a member of the legal
profession, has some knowledge of the draft-
ing of the Bills, and I hope he will not sub-
seribe to the view expressed by Mr. Baxter
that any clanse having a retrospective effect
is vicions,

Hon. H. 8. W. Parker: I do.

The CHIEF SECRETARY : Is it vicious
that we should make provision for a mine-
worker compulsorily retired at the age of
60 years? We might just as well drop the
measnre if we agree to an amendment of
this kind. I trust the senfiments expressed
today will not receive sufficient support fo
secure the agreement of the Commitiee.

Hon. H. 8. W. PARKER : There appears
to be a misanderstanding. The Bill pro-
vides that any person who retires from the
ecalmining industry aftey the 31st Deeember,
1937, and before this Aet is proclaimed orv
assented to, shall be entitled to a pension,
provided of course that he complies with
the other conditions. In my opinion, that
is wrong. A man who retives from an in-
dustry hefore a pensions scheme is in-
augurated is not entitled to a pension. It i3
perhaps bad luck for him, because had he
remained in the industry a little longer he
might have obtained his pension. No man
will he retived ecompulsorily from the in-
dustry until the Bill comes into force, un-
Jess there is some unwritten law requiring a
man of 60 years to retire. I point out that
we have already amended paragraph (a),

which now provides for underground
workers only. This provision leaves it open
to any person who has been engaged in the
coalmining industry of this State to secure
a pension, and that is a very wide provision.

Hon. H. SEDDOX: If paragraph (b)
were amended to ¢onforin fo paragraph (a},
that would be a better way of carrying out
what is obviously the intention of the Com-
mittee. I favour the idea of giving a man
who was engaged in the industry in 1937
and has been retired the benefit of a pen-
sion, beecause I consider that he, having
been perhaps engaged in the industry for
a very long period, would be entitled to it.
I support the retention of the paragraph.

The CHIEF SECRETARY : On that par-
tieular point, there is no need to include
the word “underground.”

Heon. H. Seddon: Are yon safisfied that
those men would come under the scheme?

The CHIEF SECRETARY: Yes. By
paragraph (a) a mineworker is defined as
a person working underground. With re-
gard to the point raised by Mr. Parker, I
point out that the objeet of this measure is
really to bring our coalmining industry into
line with the coalmining industry in the
Eastern States, as far as this class of legis-
lation is concerned. We have not gone quite
as far as have the other States, because we
go back only five years, whereas they go
back 12 or 14 years.

Hon. H. S. W. Parker: The other States

‘go back to 1928.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: 1 see no
reason at all for this quibble. Why should
we exclude miners from the benefits of this
scheme simply because they have attained
the age of 60 years and refired after 19377
If for some cause or other they have been
forced out of the industry, I see no reason
why we should exclude them from the limited
benefits provided by this measure. I con-
sider the Committee has already done suffi-
cient damage to the Bill; if it cares to do
some more, then, as usual, the Legislative
Council will bave to bear the blame,

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

Ayes e .. .. 10
Noes .. . .. .. 16
Majority against .. w6
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AYES,

Hon. C. F, Baxter Hon. G. W. Miles

Hen, L, B, Bolton Hon. H. 5. W, Parker

Hou. Slr Hal Colebatch Hon. F, R. Welan

Hon. J. A Dimmit Hon. G, B. Wood

Hon. J. 4, Hiaop Hoa. E. H. H. Hall

{Teiler.)

NoE8.

Hoo, C. R, Cornish
Hon, L, Craig

Houo. J. M. Drew
Hon. Q. Fraser
Hop. F. E, Gibson
Hon. E. H. Gray
Hon. W. R. Hall
Hon. W. H. Kitson

Hon. W. J. Mann

Hoa. T. Moore

Hon. H.

Hon. H, Seddon

Hon. A. Thomsep

Hon. H. Tuckey

Hom, C. B. wilniams

Hon. E. M. Heenan
{Tetler.)

Amendment thus negatived.

Hon. L. CRAIG: I move an amend-
ment—

That in line 7 of paragraph (¢) of the de-
finition of ‘‘mine worker’’ the words ‘‘or
about’’ be struck out.

This is a consequential amendment.

The CHIEF SECRETARY : I agree, and
am not opposing it.

Amendment put and passed.

The CHAIRMAN: The next amendment
is to delete paragraphs (d), (e}, (£} and

2) of Subelanse (1), I propose that these
paragraphs be dealt with one by one.

Hon. L, CRAIG: 1 move an amendment—

That paragraph (d) of the definition of

“‘mine worker’’ he struck out.
This and the next three amendments are
more or less consequential. 'We have defined
a mine worker as a man who works under-
ground or who has worked underground.
These four paragraphs hring in eertain
other people. To make quite sure of ths
position, T want these paragraphs elimin-
ated. As the Chief Secretary has said, most
of them will be entitled to a pension through
having worked underground.

The Chief Secretary: I have not admitted
that.

Hon. L. CRATG: I understood the Chief
Becretary to say that. I thought he said that
most of those now working on the surface
were previously underground workers, Is
that so¢

The Chief Seeretarv: Yes.

Hon. L. CRAIG: That is all T have to say.
The point is that most of them have worked
underground. The Chief Sceretary did say
that if this measure was proclaimed at a
certain time, certain men wonld be exeluded.
That might he so but by and large most of
these people have been miners and have
worked for the required period. I wish to ex-
clude those people who are wnothing but
transport drivers, who drive lorries with
coal from the mines to the trucking vards.

[COUNCIL.]

I do not think they e¢an be regarded as
miners unless they had previously earned
that right.

The CHIEF SECEETARY : I eannot suh-
seribe to the view that paragraph (d) and
the subsequent paragraphs are consequen-
tial.

Hon. L. Craig: More or less eonsequential,
T said.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: I eannot
agree that they are more or less consequen-
tial. Certainly the Commitice has amended
the definition to limit mine workers to under-
ground workers, but here we are providing
that people who are engaged in a particular
section of the coal industry shall also be
regarded as mine workers within the mean-
ing of the Bill. I want to remind members
that the object of the Bill is to provide for
pensions for men in the coalmining industry
and the men who are involved in these par-
ticular ¢'asses are ahsolutely essential to the
proper eonduct of that industry. These para-
graphs were inscried specifically beecause
they are also ineluded in corresponding legis-
lation elsewhere. 1 know some members will
say, “The same excuse again. There is no
reason why bheeavse somebody else has done
something we should do the same thing.” But
I want to stress the ahsolute importance of
this Parliament doing as much for the coal-
miners of Collic as other Governments have
done for the coalminers in their respective
States.

I do not want any member at & later date
ko use the excuse that he did not think the
matter was as important as if is. In these
particular paragraphs we are making pro-
vision for certain individuals and I have
explained to the best of my ability the type
of individual we cover. What I have said
regarding check weighers does not apply
to the transport workers. They are
a small section of workers who are
just ns essential as the others and 1 hope
the Committee, notwithstanding its previous
decision regarding underground workers, will
agree that these workers, whether employed
underground or not, should come within the
provisions of the Bill. I am supposed to
diseusy only paragraph (d). I do not know
how many men are involved, but there can-
not be very many.

Hon, L. CRAIG: No doubt the Committee
must give the Chief Secretary credit for
being most astute, Jf we agree to all these
paragraphs we shall almost destroy the new
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definition we have decided upon for the words
“mine worker.” We defined a mine worker
ag a man working underground or who has
worked underground. This paragraph brings
in other people. The Committee has already
declared itself in opposition to the granting
of pensions fo people who do not work or
have not worked underground and there are
four classes of such people set out in the
last four paragraphs. I hope the Commitiee
will stick to its original decision as to the
deflnition of a “mine worker” and will
eliminate thesec four eclasses starting with
the one set out in paragraph (d).

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

Ayes ., .. . .. 186
Noes .. .. . 10
Majority for - .. 6
AYEs,
Hon. C. ¥, Baxter Hon. G. W. Miles
Hon. L. B. Bolton Hon, H. 8. W, Parker
Hon, Sir Hal Celebaich Han, H. L. Rocha
Hon. C. R. Cornish Hon. H. Seddon
#on. L. Cruig Hon. A, Thomson
Hon. J, A, Dimmitt Hen. F, R. Welsh
Hen, P. E, Gibson Hen, 4, B, Wood
Heon. J. G. Hislep Hon, E. H. H. Hall
(Teller.)
NOEB.
Hon. J. M. Drew Hon. W, J. Mapn
Hoo. G, Fraser Hon. T. Moore
Hon. E. H. Qray Hon, H. Tuckey
Hon, W, R, Hal Hon. C, B, Wllliama
Hon, W. H, Kitson Hon. E. M. Heenan
{Teller.)

Amendment thus passed.

Hon. L, CRAIG: I am sure that having
deleted paragraph (d) the Committee will
agree to delete paragraphs (e), (f) and (g)
and I suggest they be taken together.

The Chief Secretary: I would rather they
be taken separately.

Hon. L. CRAIG: Then I move an amend-
ment—

That paragraph (e) of the definition of

‘'fmine worker’' be struck out.
I think the Chief Secretary said the men
who are employed as check weighers have
all been miners. Under ordinary eircum-
stances they are still entitled to a pension.
Unless it can be demonstrated that they are
or have been underground miners, they
should be eliminated.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: I under-
stand there are five men who fill the position
of cheek weigher or miners' ¢heck inspector.
I have already explained on more than one
oceasion the reason why more often than not
they are appointed to these positions. The
men who are oceupying the positions at pre-
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sent have many years of underground work
behind them.

Hon. A. Thomson: Would they not be
covered?

The CHIEF SECRETARY: No. That
does not qualify them unless this paragraph
is specifically agreed to. I want the Com-
mittee to be absolutely sure of that. If mem-
bers are going to say that men who have
spent up to 30 or more years in underground
work but are now employed in a different
capacity—in each case at the present time,
the man is employed in that capacity either
through aceident or sickness, or some
physical disability—and who ave only
appointed to those positions for a limited
period and if they were not so ap-
pointed, would have to seek employment
clscwhere, should not receive a pension
—well, this Committee has done quite a
namber of things that cannot be justifted,
I say very definitely that this is one of the
few proposals that members could not rea-
sonably attempt to justify. T defy any
member to attempt to convince the Collie
miners that a c¢heek weigher is not entitled
to consideration as an underground worker.

Hon, L. Craig: Why are these men not
caovered now?

The CHIEF SECRETARY: Because
they would not be underground workers
within the meaning of the definition now
contained in the Bill

Hon. L. Craig: Why?¢

The CHIEF SECRETARY: Because
they are check weighers and are employed on
the surface.

Hon. L. Craig: If they bave served their
time underground, they have qualified.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: By his ear-
lier amendment the hon, member has de-
prived them of their right to gualify for a
pension.

Hon. L. Craig: T am not at all convineed.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: I can only
warn members who feel that I am not cor-
rect in my statements that they are making
a big mistake. The five men involved are
essential to the earrying-on of the industry.
Without check-weigheys, there would be no
contract work; without contracts, there would
be no coalnining,

Hon. H. S. W. PARKER: I opposed
the second reading of the Bill, and objected
to this particular provision in it, but from
a standpoint different from that indicated by
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Mr. Craig.
attitude.

Hon. G. Fraser: To attempt to justify it.

Hon. H. 3. W. PAREER: I agree with
the Chief Secretary that these men will not
now he qualified for a pension because they
are not doing the ordinary work of coal-
miners underground.

Hon. W. J. Mann: Yes, they will have lost
that qualification.

Hon. H. 3. W. PARKER: That is so. I
oppose this provision on the basis that, in
connection with all pensions schemes, if an
individual cares to retire from the particular
avocation that entitles him to a pension if
he eontinues in that work, then he loses his
right to a pension. Many people suffer from
that disability. If a man voluntarily ceases
to enjoy his qualification, he should not be
dragged back under any scheme.

Hon. W. J. MAXNN: The question of
check weighers retiring is hardly the point
at. issne. The eoalminers have to safeguard
their interests as contractors, just as the
minecwners are required to do. Both have
check weighers. As I understand it, the
miners select one of their number and say
to im, “You go and be our check weigher.”
If the paragraph is deleted from the Bill,
and a check weigher has been employed in
that eapacity for any appreciable period, he
will forfeit his right to a pension.

Hon, L. Craiz: For how long would a
man bz a check weigher? Would he be
there for 20 years, or for how long?

Hon. W. J. MANN: He might be there
for an appreciable period.

Hon. H. 8. W. PARKER: Will the Chief
Secretary inform me whether the check
weighers would not be eovered by the refer-
ence in the definition of “mine worker” to
persons who at any time after the 31st day
of December, 1937, were engaged as mine
workers in the coal indusiry?

Hon. E. M. Heenan: No.

Hon, H. 5. W. PAREER: Why not?

Hon. E. M. Heenan: Because “mine
warker” is specifically defined.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: The Com-
mittee has already defined a mine worker
as one who works underground, not as one
who “has” worked underground. It is use-
less arguing. Members have amended the
Bill so that mine workers arz only those
who work underground.

Hon. H. 8. W. Parker: That was not the
intention.

I am prepared to justify my

[COUNCIL.]

The CHIEF SECRETARY: But that is
what the Commiltece has done. There can
he no argument on that point, and that was
in accordance with Mr. Craig’s intentions.
The (‘ommittee has supported Mr. Craig.
Members cannot blow hot and cold every
two minutes. TFive men are involved in this
matter and under the amendments agreed
to they are now disgualified because of the
eircumstances in which they are employed,
to whieh Mr. Mann has referred. Some of
the men may have held their positions for
years.

Hon. L. Craig: That would be rare.

The CHIEF SECRETARY : On the other
hand, it is possible that they may be em-
ployed in their present positions for a short
period. The men are appointed by the con-
traet miners. However, T do not fecl dis-
posed to argue the matter any further.

Hon. I.. CRATG: I would be the last man
to do an injustice to anyone who is a genuine
miner. I an not au fait with every detail
of coalmining, nor do I think is any other
member of this Committee. I desire that
those who have worked and earned the right
to a pension shall receive it. No others
should be entitled to that privilege. T under-
stood a check weigher to he a man who was
placed in that position for a month or two
because he had suffered some injury and was
not quite capable of doing underground
work. It that is the position, the amend-
ment would not exelude him fream enjoying
pension rights. If a man has worked under-
ground since the 3lst December, 1937, he
would not he excluded. The Chief Secre-
tary suggests that my ameéndment will ex-
clede men who have heen miners for 30
years, but I am not sure about that; if I
were, [ wounld ask the Commiitee to voie
against my amendment.

Hon. F. E. GIBSON: Are there two types
of check weighers, one for the companies and
another for the eontract miners?

The CHIEF SECRETARY: The men
concerned are appointed by the miners them-
selves and are paid by them to check the
weizht of coal in the skips.

Hon. L. Craig: What ahout the check
weighers appointed by the companies? They
might not be miners at all.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: I am in.
formed that those men are not described as
check weighers,

Hon. F. E. Gihson: Are they doing the
same type of work?
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The CHIEF SECRETARY: Yes, botb
the company’s men and the miners’ repre-
senfatives check the weight of the coal in
the skips that are hauled out of the mine.

Iion. 1. Craig: You exelude one type and
include the other?

The CHIEF SECRETARY : Tf Mr. Craig
iy ratisfied that these men would he covered
by the definition included in the Bill, why
ohjact to the parasraph?

Hon. L., Craig: You exclude the company's
representative.  The men do not have to
appoint miners fo do the cheek weighing.

The CIIIEF SECRETARY: Tt would he
strange if the miners appointed anyone else.

Amendment put and neeatived.

Hon. T.. CRATG: T move an amendment—

That puragraph  (f) of the debnition of
““mine worker’'’he struck out.

The paragraph refers to the inclusion of a
workmen's  inrpector wnder the pensions
schenie.

The CTIIETP SECRETARY: This refers
to one man only.

Ion. L. Craig: That ig no reason for his
inelusion,

The CHUIET SECRETARY: The inspec-
tor is rot appointed by the men but by the
Government, pnd he spends the greater part
of his time underground.

Mon. L. Craig: He does not do any work
underaronnid,

The CHIFF SECRETARY: e does
not coms within the eategory of an under-
grounil worker.

Hon, . E. Gibson: But he would do hix
work underground.

The CHIEYF SECRETARY: T wish I
could be as sure on the point as Mr. Gibson
is. We jaovide that a mine weorker iy a
man whe vorks underground bui the work-
men's mspeetor wha is appointed ander the
provizion: of the Coal Mines Regulation Aet
is not engazed in hewing coal.

Hon, E. M. lleenan: Nor i he employed
hy the mineowner.

The CHIEF SECRETARY:
employed by the Government,

Hon. .. Ceaiz: And should the company
contribute towards a pension for that man?

The CHIEF SECRETARY : It would be
rather serions it the company had to c¢on-
tribiate towards one pension, would it not?

Hon. L. Craig: That is not the point,

(7]

No, he iz
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The CHIEF SECRETARY : 1 think it is.
This insnector is essentizl for the safe work-
inz of the minc.

Mon. C. I, Baxter: And that is the point.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: In orvder
that he may eavry out his duties, it is neces-
sary for him lo spend a great port of his
time nnderground.

Hon. H. 8. W, PARKER: Assuming the
inspeetor retired at the age of 40 after heing
in his position for five or 10 years, would
he L entit!ed to a pension?

The Chief Seeretary: There is a provision
in the Bill for the return of contributions
if a man reiires before he beeomes entitled to
a pension at 60 years of age,

Hon. L. CRATG: I hope the clanze wiil be
deleted.  The official in quesiion goes down
a nune, heg he does not hew eoal, and his
health is not affeeted.  Moreover, he need
have worked only 300 davs during the pre-
ceding five vears in order to qua'ify. Agaia,
the man is a Government officinl, and may
he transferred to another position, and a
spere sy appointed. All the  arguments
have heen in favour of the men who work
with piek and shovel underground, to (he
detriment of their health. This man does
rot come within the category at all; he has
net a didiealt job, ond T do not rezard him
as an vunderground worker.

ITon. II. 3L HEENAN: Mr. Croig, I
thintk, ktas made an errvor. We must bear in
mind, where the tern “mine worker” is
u=ed, that #n nnderground man—

Iion. L. Chaig: This paragraph will bring
him into the category of “mine worker”

1Ton. 1. M. HEENXAN: No. C(lause 6
does that, Unless we inciade him under parva-
eraph (£), he will he exeluded.

Mon. L. Craiz: 1f we leave the man in-
cluded in this paracraph he will come
uniler Clause 6.

e, W. J. MAXY: I do not agrec that
the workmen’s inspector has a light joh and
is less likely to beeome injuriously affeeted
lEan other mea who work underground. At
any {inie whon there is a suggestion of foul
aiv or of a break in the overbwrden. the
worlmen’s ins;eetor has o go into the place
and remain there and do =ome work. He
iy speiud some considerable time in a had
part uf the wine. His job iy onerous, most
res) onilie, and one inve'ving mueh danger.
The sworkmen’s inspeclor should be in-
cluded.
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Amendment put and a division taken
with the following result:—

Ayes .. .- e . 8
Noes - .. - 16
Majority against .. .. 8
AYER, -

Hon. L, B. Bolton
Hon, 8ir Hal Colebatch
Hyn. L. Craig

Hoo J. A, Dimmijit

Hon. J. G. Hislop

Hon. G, W, Miley

Hon. G. B. Wood

Hon. H. 5. W. Parker
(1etier.)

Nous,

Hon. W. H, Kitson

Hon. W. J. Mann

Hon. T. Moore

Hon, H. Seddon

Hop. A. Thomsen

Hon. F, R, Welsh

Hon. C. B, Williams

Hon, C. R. Cormish
{TeMler)

Hon, C. I, Baxtey
Hon. J, M. Drew
Hun. G. Fraser
Hon, F. E,
Hoa. E. K. Gray
Hon. E, H. H. Hall
Hon. W. R. Hall
Hon. E, M. Heenan

Amendment thng negatived.

Hon. W. J. MANN: I move an amend-
ment—

That in lines 7 to 11 of paragraph (g) of
the definition of ‘‘mine worker’’ the words
¢¢*of which union or organisation the member-
ship is prineipally confined to persons falling
within any one or more of the clagses referred
to in paragraphs (a) to (£) of this definition”?
be struck out.

If the amendment is agreed to I shall move to
insert in lieu of the words struck out the
following words: “who has actually worked
in or about a coal mine in Western

Australia for periods aggregating in
all not less than five years.”  The
restrietion in  the definition of “mine

worker” making it apply only to workers
below ground rather affects my amend-
ment, insomuch as it possibly disqualifies
certain persons who might otherwise be
eligible wunder the clanse. In Victoria
the position is that not more than two
elected officials can be appointed represen-
tatives, and they are appointed by dif-
ferent bodies. I am not greatly in love with
the provision; but I consider that in the case
where the seeretary of, say, the miners’
union is an ex-miner, and may have become
disqualified by reason of having been ab-
sent from underground work for a period
of five years, he might justly be incladed
under the clause, The carrying of the amend-
ment will render it certain that the elected
official will be a miner. One elected repre-
sentative should be sufficient.

Hon. G. Fraser: What do you mean by
“five years”? Calendar years?

Hon. W. J. MANN: Five years from
1937.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: Naturally I
would prefer the paragraph as it stands.

[COUNCIL.)

It is not likely that the coalminers would
elect as their general secretary a person not
a member of their organisation. Indeed, I
believe the union’s constitution provides thai
bhe must he. Thus there is little danger in
the suggestion thrown out by Mr. Mann.
Speaking from memory, I would say that
those who have occupied the position of gen-
eral seeretary of the coalminers’ union have
held it for many years. Two predecessors of
the present occupant of the position were
in office for many years, remaining there
unfil they died, and they bhad bad consid-
erable experience of coalmining. In nor-
mal circumstances coalminers wounld feel
that nobody could do their work for them as
efficiently as one of their own men who
has been through the mill. If they are pre-
pared to appoint one of their own men whe
has not had five years’ experience to be
their general seeretary, we should not worry
about that at all. He would probably be a
young man who perhaps had not had the
opportunity to gain a longer experience in
the industry bui was considered to be the
most efficient man available at the time. I
have already told the Committee that this
position is oceupied for 12 months, after
which the oeccupant has to seek re-election.
In other words, there is an annual election
for the position of seeretary, and he is about
the only person to whom this can apply.

Hon. W. J. Mann: The Bill does not say
that.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: Xo, but that
is the position. I do not know that we should
say to the coalminers’ union that certain
persons would be elizible and others would
not be. The union is entitled to expect us
to say that we do not enre who the man is
so long as he ig elected to fil that position,
Consequently I am opposed to the amend-
ment, although I would prefer it to the ex-
cision of the paragraph.

Hon. H. 8. W. PARKER: Are the work-
ers in the coalmines connected with any other
union besides the miners’ union? 1T take it
there is the engineers’ union and possibly
the tramsport drivers’ union.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: Under this
Bill there is only one organisation that can
qualify. There is only one in this State
whose membership comprises principally
those employed in the coalmining industry.
Mention has heen made of the engine-
drivers’ union, but it is not a separate
mining organisation; it covers industries



[10 MarcH, 1943.]

throughout the State. At one stage it was
suggested that even the shop assistants would
be included. That statement was made be-
cdnse the person speaking at the time had
not siudied the Bill. I am advised that it is
not possible for any other organisation but
the coalminers’ union to be affected.

Hon. H. 8, W. PARKER: In view of
that statement, I would suggest that the para-
graph be postponed because it seems absurd
to use all these words when only {he miners’
union is involved. Why not make it per-
fectly clear and aveid all arguments? An
“organisation” can be anything. It might
be & small committee which wonld deal prin-
cipally with miners, and its chairman or
secretary would come under this scheme. It
eould he any organisation which could come
under the Arbitration Aet, It is possible
to have rival organisations. One may fune-
tion under the Commonwealth Act and one
under the State Act, in which case we would
have two of them. Again, do I understand
that the miners’ union automatically dis-
charges its secretary at the age of 60% If
he is allowed to work after that age he
should not come under this measure. If
not, when would the secretary or official of
the union be entitled to draw his pension?
Would he have to wait until he is 60, or
when he ceases to be secretary? Obviously
if he ceased work beeause of misbehaviour,
he would not reeeive it.

The CHIE¥ SECRETARY: The Bill
specificatly states that no person can draw
a pension until he is 60 years of age and
has been retired. As to whether he shall
retive at 60 years of age, we can at the
present time, at aany rate, leave that to
the Collie Miners' Union, In this Bill we
provide that an elected official of the union
shall be entitled to a pension under the pro-
visions of the measure because he is not an
wnderground or mineworker while he is aet-
ing as secretary of the union. Specifie pro-
vision has to be made for him. T feel that
possibly the paragraph could be altered.
But again I point out that right through
the Bill certain clanses have been ineclnded
which are practieally word for word with
‘the legislation in the other States. The
idea has been to get as close as possible to
that legislation. Different conditions may
prevail in the other States, and there may
he other organisations. Therec may he two
miners’ unions, for all I know. One may
<cater for miners and another for other
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classes of workers solely engaged in the
coalmiges. That would aecount for the
partienlar verbiage here. It caunol do any
bharm as it stands. I have no objection to
altering it if the Committee so desires so
as to make it apply only to the secretary
of the Collie Miners’ Union.

Hon. H. 8. W. Parker: It might include
the president and secretary.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: I do not
see how that is possible at the one time.

Hon. Sir HAL COLEBATCH: I would
like to ask Mr. Mann his reason for delei-
ing these words. I take it that he propeses
to make an additional qualification, namely,
that in addition to being secretary of the
union he shall have worked five years under-
greund. If the words are deleted ihe man
might be a member of any sort of union not
connected with the mining industry at all.
The hon. member surely does not suggest
that because a man worked five years under-
ground and was then appointed to some
union that has nothing to do with the min-
ing industry, he should be entitled to a
pension at 60 years of age,

Hon. W. J. MANN: This amendment was
framed prior to the vote being taken which
disqualified all other persons, apart from
those working underground.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: I think Sir
Hal is quite correct in his eontention. 1L
is perhaps essential that we should retain
some of the words that Mr. Mann desires
fo strike out. In order to achieve his object
Mr. Mann should add sunitable words to the
e¢nd of the paragraph, and we would still
be restrieting its applieation to & person who
is an elected official of an organisation ecom-
prised mainly of persons employed in the
industry.

Hon. W. J. Marn: And not disqualified
by the previous amendment?

The CHIEF SECRETARY: That is so.
It micht be neecessary to alter these words,
or add the word “and’ I do not agree
with the amendment, but I would prefer it
fo deleting the paragraph as it is at the
present time.

Hon, W. J. MANN: As there is some
doubt, that would be quite acceptable to
me. I ask leave to withdraw the amend-
ment.

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn.

Hon. W. J. MANN: I move an amend-
ment—

That in line 11 of paragraph (g) of the
definition of ‘‘mine worker’’ after the word
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¢ definition’* the following words be added:—
‘‘and who has actually worked in or about a
coalmine in Western Australia for periods
aggregating in all not less than five years.”?

Hon. 1. CRAIG: It is just as well to
see where we are. Mr. Mann’s amendment
is that a union official shall be included,
provided he has worked in or ahout a mine
for five ycars. My amendment was that
the union official should be exeladed unless,
by his previous years’ working underground,
he had entitied humself io 2 pension. I have
no objection to the present amendment be-
cause it states that the union secretary shall
be a man who has carned the vight to a
pension by having previously worked under-
ground. I have no obhjeetion to that, with
ithis exeeption, that Mr. Mann has used the
words “has worked in or about.” T move—

That the amendment be amended by strik-
ing out the words for about.’’

That will define him, as orginally agreed to,
as an underground worker.

The CHIEEF SECRETARY: I am in a
quandary. My, Craig has made it elear that
he iz not prepared to aecept Mr. Mann's
amendment unless it is restrieted to miners
who have worked underground. That is tan-
tamount to saving to the miners' union that
unless the secrcrary has qualified as an un-
derground worker he shall not be eligible
for a peunsion, no matter how long he has
worked ou a mine or served ag seerefary.

Hon. L. Cratg: That is so.

The CHIEF SECRETARY : 1 favour the
paragraph with Mr. Mann’s amendment un-
altered. We ought to take a broad view.
It should not matter who is the union vee-
refary so long as he has heen enzaged in the
industry.

Hon. L. Craig: Tt is not a question of the
seeretaryship; it is a question of the pen-
sion,

The CHIEF SECRETARY: We should
not penalise an official simply berause he
has not worked underground. The union
chould be able to exercise discretion in the
appoiniment of a seeretary and the serretary
should not be put in the position of anto-
matieally barving himself from qualifying for
a pension on the score that he was not an
underground worker. Possibly a man who
had never been employed waderzround might
be appointed secretary.

Hon. L. Craig: Why should he receive a
pension?

The CHIEF SECRETARY: We should
give the representative of the men, while

[COUNCIL.]

he occupies the position, the privilege that
is extended to the men.

IIon. W. J. MANN: I can visualise a man
of special abilily who wonld make an excel-
lent secretary for the union, perhaps betier
than any other man working underground.
Yei that man would be excluded from re-
ceiving a pension. I do not think that is
quite fair.

Hon, L. CRAIG: We should bear in mind
the principle that bas been laid down. It is
not a question of who would make a good
secretary. We are dealing with public snd
company funds and have determined that,
to he entitled to receive a pension con-
sisting of money contrvibuted from these
funds, a man must have worked for his liv-
ing underground. I hope the Committee will
insist on my amendment and confine the
privilege to underground miners.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: If we
accept Mr. Craig’s amendinent on the amend-
ment, the eleeted oflicial of the union wounld
not be entitled to a pension unless he had
worked undergronnd for a period of five
years.

Iton. L. Cratz: That is right.

The CHIKEF SECRETARY: The words
that Mr, Craig sccks to have struek oumt
chould he retained. Woe should not place
any disability on the secretary of the uusion
¢0 long as he has been engaged in the in-
dustry.

Hon. Sir Hal Colebateh: Ts there any timit
to the numher of clected officials?

The CHIEF SECRETARY : There is only
one.

Amendment on amendment put and a
division taken with the fellowing result:—
Aves . .. .. 13
Noes .- - .. 1o

Majority for

| e

AVESR

an 1. B. Bolton Hon H. 8 W. Parker

Hon. Sir Hal Colebatch Hon. H L., Rorhe
Han. L. Cralg Hon. A, Thomson
Hon. J, A. Dimmitt Hon. F, R. Welsh

Hou. K. H. H. Hall
Hon. J, Q. Hizlop
Haon. G, W, Miles

. Hon.G. B. Woond
Hou. I, E, Gibson

(elter.y

NOES,

Man T

Hon. E. H. Gray

Hon, W. R, Hall

Hon R, M.

Haon W. H. Kitson

Hon, W, 1. Mann
Hon. 1. Maore

Nop, H. Seddnn
Hen. C. B. Wiliiams
Hon. G Frascr

f Teller.y
Parg, .

AV l No.
Hoo. C. F. Baxter Houn, C. R. Cornish

Amendment on amendment thus passed.
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Amendment, as amended, agreed to.

Hoen, L. CRAILG: [ move an amendment—

That in lines 3 and 6 of puragraph (L) of
Subclause  {2) the words aml parenthcses
“f (whether underground or above ground) in
or about'’ ke struck out and the words “‘ua-
derground in'’ inserted in licu.

This is a couscguentinl amendment.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: I do not
ovpose the amendment.

Amendment put and passed.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: I move an
amendment-—

That in line 1 of paragraph (¢} of Subilause
(2) the words ‘' A person’’ he struck out.
These words are redundant.

Amendiment put aud passedl.

Hon. L. CRAIG: 1 move an amendment—

That in lines 3 and 6 of pavagraph {¢) of
Subeliuse  (2) the words and  parentheses
't (whether underground or ubove groumdl) in
or about?’? L'e struck out and the words “under-
ground in?? inserted in liew.

Amendment put and passed,

Hon, L. CRALIG: I move an amendment—

That Rubelouse (4) be struck out.

I do not wish to give power to the Govern-
ment to include workers who are not men-
tionel in the measure. It members will
turn to the definition of “mine worker” they
will noiice that it is not intendod to include
the superintendent, manager, under-manager,
a per=on engaged in clerieal work and others.
The Commiltee bas decided that the defini-
ton shiall mean a man working underground.
Usider this =ubelans: the Government would
have power to in¢lude almost any worker,
and I am sure the Committee will not agree
to that.

The ClIHEF SECRETARY: In view of
the expressicns of opinion this afternoon by
My, Crnizy I am not surprised that he de-
sires to strike out this subclause entively.
1f the (‘ommittee permits it to remain, then
we shall subse:quently be spared the tronble
of ntredusinzg an amending Bill to bring
Lhix lezislation into line with that of Queens-
lund and New South Wales. There is a
aiffiorence of opinion as to whether some of
the persins mentioned shonld not he 1m-
cluded. I denw the attention of the Com-
mittee to subparagraph (i)} of paragraph
(h), which makes provi<ion for a later re-
retirement age than 60 years, The provision
is intended to eover a worker who is
affected merely by age or by the faet that
he has reached that age in the employment
of a coal eompany., One can well under-

stand that there might be some employees
whose working powers might he just as
effective at the age of 64 as at 60. 1 would
prefey that the subelause be not struck out,
but in view of what has happened this af'ter-
noon | will say no more on the subject.
We might put it to the vote at once, so
that we shall know where we stand.
Amendment puat and a division taken with
the following result:—
Ayes .. ..
Noes .. -

Majority for

] &

AVER

Hon. £ir Hal Caolebatcn Hou. . S. W. Parker

Hon, C. R. Cornish Hon. H. L. Rochs

Hun. L. Cralg Hon. A. Thomson

Hon., F, H. Gibson Hun, I°. K. Weisn

Hon. E. H, H. Hall Hen. G, B. Wooad

Hon. J. G. Hislop tito, L, B. Bolton

Hen, G. W, Miles f Teller.)
Nows,

Hen, !, M. Drew
Hon. G. Frase:
Hona, E. H. Gray

Hon. W. J, Mann

Hon, H, Seddon

Hon. C. I, Willinina
Hon. W. B, Hall Hon. E. M. Heenun
Hon, W, H. Kitson fTeller.)

Anmendment thus passed, the clanse, as
amended, avreed to.

Clause 3—Special ]rovisions as to ecal-
calation of periods of employment:

Hon. L. CRAILG: I move an amendment—

That in line 6 of Subelause (1) and in line

+ of Subclause (23, the words ‘‘or about’? be
struck out.

These are consequential amendments.

The CHIEY SECRETARY: In order to
help the hon. member, I will agree to the
delction of these words.

Amendment put and passed.

Hon. L. CRAIG: I propose to move that
Subelanses (4) and (5) be strueck ount. Sub-
elause (1) states that the actoal oecupancy
of the position of sceretary of a union shall
eomstitute work within a mine. I think the
Committec will not agree that that consti-
tutes the qualifiention of a mine worker.
The same remarks apply to Subelawse (5).

The CHIEF SECRETARY : I was under
the impression that the hon. member had
put this amendment on the notice paper in
the belief that previous amendmments would
be agreed to. It would lLie really consequen-
tial on one op two other umendments being
passed, But there are one or two amend-
ments to which the Committee did not agree.
We have already decided that so leng as a
union secretary can qualify hy having wotked
a total of five vears in n mine he shal] be
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entitled to be classed as a mine worker. All
Subclause {4) provides is that while he oc-
enpies the position of secretary he shall still
be classed for that period as a mine worker.
S0 long as an elected official has qualified
in the first place as a mine worker in ac-
cordance with what we have decided, while
he is oceupying the position of secretary he
shall be deemed to be a mine worker in order
that that period shall qualify him for a pen-
sion and during that period he will have to
pay his contributions.

Hon. L. Craig: I take this to mean that
his period as a union secretarv shall econ-
stitate a period underground.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: We have
already provided in another clause that the
elected official must have the qualification of
five years in all as a worker in a mine.

Hon. L. Craig: To get a pension?

The CHIEF SECRETARY: Yes.

Hon. L. Craig: This gives him the right
to regard his job as equivalent to working
underground. This would qualify him whe-
ther he had been working underground or
not.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: I take the
opposite view. How is the elected official
to get 2 pension unless we agree to this?
This is for the purpose of qualifving him
under Clause 6 of the Bill. We have said
that before a man ean qualify he must have
had a total of five years' employment in the
mines,

Hon. L. Craig: Underground.

The CHIEF SECREETARY: Whatever
the wording is; that is immaterial. This is
necessary in order to provide that, having
that qualification, although he is now in the
position of secretary he shall be entitled to a
pension under Clause 6.

Hon. A. Thomson: The position will he
met if the words “or about” are struck out.

Hon, L. CRAIG: The Committee has
agreed not that a man must have worked
five years underground before he ecan be
secretary of a union but that he must have
worked five vears underground to aualify
him for a pension, My interpretation of
Subeclause (4) is that his being an elected
official constitutes underground work. It
says that such an officinl “shall be deemed to
have actually worked in or abont a coalmine
. . . for the whole of the period during
which he held office as such elected official.”
T would say that that would exelude him

2 [COUNCIL.]

from the necessity of having actually worked
underground.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: I am won-
dering whether the hon, member has con-
sidored the effect of deleting Subelanse (5).
It would be necesary to amend that sab-
cluuse hecause it denls with paragraph {d)
in the interpretation, which we have already
struck ont and also with paragrapl. (e}
which we have retained. It seems to me that
the hon. membher's desive would be adequately
met by striking out the words “or about” in
line 7 of Subclause (1) and in line 4 of
Subelause (5).

Hon. L. Craig: No, that will not do it

The CHIEF SECRETARY: And also
the letter “(d)” in line 2 of Subclause (3}.
We have alrcady agreed upon the qualifi-
eation and to several consequential amend-
ments. It scems to me that unless we aceept
these subelanses, notwithstanding the faet
that we have agreed that an clected official
will be able to gualify for the pension, while
he is oceupying that position he is not en-
titlad to a pension.

Hon. L. Craig: I do not agree.

Hon. H, Seddon: Your contention is that
this provision is necessary to enable him to
contribute.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: To contri-
bute and to reeeive a pension. Otherwise he
does not come within the purview of the
Bill. These suhelauses must be retained in
order to provide that while the men econ-
cerned oecupy their positions they will he,
for the purposes of this measure, elassed as
mine workers entit'ed to a pension in accord-
anee with the definition as altered by th-
Committee.

Hon. L. CRAIG: I will arcept the Chicf
Seeretary’s assarance if he informs me that
the pesition is not eovered by the conelud-
ing words of Subelause (4) which reads that
any clected official shall—

For the purposes of this Aet e deemed to
have actwally worked in or about a coalmine
in this State or in Australia for the whole of
the period during which he held office as such
elected officinl
Surely that means that his service as union
secretary or elceted official shall be deemed
to be underground work. If the Chief See.
retary nssures me that it does not mean that
at all, T will aceept whatever interpretation
he places upon those words.

The CHIEF SECRETARY : That is very
generous of the hon. member!
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Hon. L. Craig: You have your adviser
sitting alongside you.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: Clause 3 is
governed by the definition clause and surely
we have had sufficient discussion on the de-
finition of ‘“mine worker.” Mr. Craig has
secured a vestriction affecting that definition,
the effeet of which is that no person shall he
entitled to a pension unless qualified by
working underground. Yhen it comes to
the position of the eleeted official we specific-
ally provide in Subclause (4) of Clause 3
that he shall be entitled to be brought with-
in the purview of the Bill provided he is
qualified by having had at least a total of
five vears’ work underground.

Hon. L. CRAIG: All I want to ensure 1s
that no one will be allowed to creep in and
claim a pension when he is not entitled to
that right. 1If the Chief Secretary gives me
an assurance on the point, I shall accept it.

The Chief Secretary: I give you that
assurance.

Hon. L. CRAIG: Then I aeccept it

The CHIEF SECRETARY: I draw the
hon. member's attention to the necessity to
amend Subelanse (5) in view of amendments
agreed to ecarlier.

Hon. L. Craig: If they arve not regarded
as consequential, I shall move the necessary
amendments.

Hon. J. (-, HISLOP: Would it be pos
sible for the union to appoint a secretary
who hkas not worked underground and yet
after a period of five years he would be
eligible for a pension? T waunt to be con-
vinced that bhis five years as secretary of a
union will not qualify him as an uader-
ground worker and therefore entitle him to
a pension.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: I give the
hon. member that assurance. I am surprised
at the persistence of some members in see-
ing that some individuals, partieularly the
clected official, shall not reccive any privi-
leges under the provisions of the Bill. Re-
garding the fve-year period I would point
out to the Committee that as the Bill stands
it may be that a man may not possess the
qualification of a total period of five years’
work underground, although he may have
been an employee of the company for 15
years or more. It would be quite possible for
a man to work underground periodically for
20 years and yet not be gualified in that
respect. Some memhers do not quite appre-
ciate the differenee between work in a coal-
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mine and that enjoyed in an ordinary fac-
tory. It is all right in war.time when there
is a demand for eoal and the men are work-
ing seven shifts a week. Normally, there are
periods when they may be required to work
onty two or three shifts a week, or may
he stood down altogether for periods cover-
ing many months. By that means it is guite
possible that a man eould be working for 15
or 20 years as a miner, and yet not qualify
under the five-year period.

Hon. L. B. Bolton: Surely that would not
be so.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: I assure the
hon. member that it is so.

Hon. J. A. Dimmitt: The Minister mesns
that possibly for 75 per cent. of his time
the miner is not working underground.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: I mean that
a man may be employed by the company
during the whole period and yet not be
employed continuously underground. That
is one of the peculiavities of the industry.

Hon. L. CRAIG: I move an amendment—

That in line 7 of Subelause (4) the words
"for about’’ be struck out.

Amendment put and passed.

On motions by Hon, L. Craig, Subelause
(5) amended in line 2 by deleting the
parentheses, letter and word “(d) and” and
in line 4 by striking out the words “or
about.”

Clause, as amended, agreed to,

Clause 4—Receiprocating States:

Hon. H. 8. W. PARKER: From my
reading of this clanse I understand that we
reciprocate with the other three States if
the Governor so desires. This seems to me
extraordinarily dangerous, The latest figures
as to coalminers that T have are from the
1939 Year Book. That gives the number
of coalminers employed in Western Aus-
tralia as 723; in New South Wales, 14,981;
in Vietoria, 1,749; and in Queensland, 2,442,
It seems to me rather absurd, as well as
dangerous, that our little pensions scheme
should reciprocate with the schemes of those
States. For one thing, we are too far away
from them. Again, this proposal means
getting as close to unification as we ean.
Here we propose to do something to which,
from another aspect, many of us are op-
posed. With our very few coalminers, we
should not join in with the immense number
in New South Wales.  Further, if New
South Wales and Queensland amend their
Acts, must we amend our measnre? Lei
us have either a messure of our own, or
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clse a Commonwealth measure. But on no
aceonnt let us have a measare under which
we should he controlled by New South Wales
with 14081 coalminers as against our 723.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: I do not
desire to contest the hon, member’s opinions
to-day.

Progress reported.

BILL—VERMIN ACT AMENDMENT.

Assembly's Request for Conference.

Message from lhe Assembly veeeived and
read renuesting the Couneil fo grant a con-
ferenee on the amendments insisted on hy
the Couneil and notifyving that at such con-
ference the Assembly would be vepresented
by threc manacers.

ADJOURNMENT—SPECIAL.

The CHIER SECRETARY: I move—

That the TIlouse at its rising adjourn till
215 p.m. tomarrow,

Question pnt and passed,
House adjourned al 5.31 pon,

Tegislative Agsembly.,

Wedwenddupy, Tt Mareh, {917,
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The SPEARENR took the Chair at 215

P, aml read prayers.

QUESTIONS (3).
RAILWAYS.

dAs ta Berthse fur Retwrned Jiditra
Porsounel,

Mr. SEWARD n:ked the Minister for
Railways: 1, Ts he aware that military per-
sgnnel pstornine Lemne on leave from New
Guinea were unable to proenre sleeping
berths on the Kalgeorlie-Perth express on
the nights of the 4th and 5th Mareh? 2,
Were civilian pa<sengers able to secure
sleeping berths on that train? 3, Does the

[ASSEMBLY.]

Western Australian Government Railway
Departinent control the booking of slecpers
on the Kalgoorlie-Perth train, and if so,
will he issne instructions that, when military
personnel are returning home from a fight-
ing fromt, sufficient provision of sleeping
berths is made? 4, If not, why not?

The MINISTER replied: 1, Military perx-
sonnel travelling by rail are under the con-
trol of the movement branch of the Army,
who arrange all neeessary details for their
accommodation, 2, Yes. 3 and 4, Answered
hy No. 1.

TAXT CARS.
Ay te Control and Charges,

Mr. SEWANLD asked the Minister for
Works: 1, Is it intended to introduce a
system nf eloser eontrol over taxis operanfing
in the metropolitan area? 2, If so, will he
arrange, (a) That a ecntral bureau he estab-
lished through whieh only taxis wust be en-
zaged, thos placing all =eetions of the com-
munity desirous of obtainine a 1axi on an
enqual footing and, if not, why not? (b)),
That printed lists of fares he prominently
displaycd inside all taxis, and that it he made
an offeniee punishable with deprivation of
licenze for any taxi own:t whose vehiele is
found withont sueh notiee prominently dis-
played?

The MINISTER replied: 1, Yes, pur-
suant to power umnder National Security

(Land Transport) Reculntions delegated by
the Commonweatth Land Transport Beard to
My, R. L. Miillen, Direvior of Emergency
Road Tran-povi. 2, (a) The plan to he im-
plememted by the Departinent of Emergency
Road Transport includes jrovision for the
evtablishment of a eontrel erean through
which {axis wi'l he wade available compul-
sorily Loy essentin] serviee. lsseniial serviee
ineludes carringe ot persons with luggage
and eldren to and from transport terminals,
prreons whe ave ill, hospital eases, doctors to
patients, and ofther like ca<os. (b)) The
State traffie reznlations provide that every
awner and driver of any passeneer vehiele
plving Tor hire shall fix or enuse to be fixed
inside such vehicle in suek a eonspicuous
position as to be casily read by any passen-
ger therein a copy of the table of fares for
the time heing chargeahle under the traffic
regulations, printed in clear and legible
eharacters. Instructions have been issued to
enforce compliance with this regulation.



