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The PRESIDENT took the Chair at 2.15
p.m., and read prayers.

QUESTION—MONEY FOUND,
As to Payment of Reward.

Hon. V. HAMERSLEY (without notice)
asked the Chief Secretary: 1, Does the state-
ment in an article headed “Tale of a Coat.”
attributed to Sergeant Wyatt and published
in “The Daily News” newspaper of Friday,
the 12th March, 1943, relative to a sum ot
£60 having been found and handed to the
police, correctly state the facts? 2, If so,
to what use did the Government put the
money? 3, Was any reward paid to the
finder of this particular sum of money? 4,
If not, does he think this is likely to encour-
age honesty? 5, Is it the practice of the
Government to pay no reward in such cir-
cumstances?

The CHIEF SECRETARY replied: Al-
though Mr. Hamersley gave notice of the
guestion, I am in a position to reply to it
without that notice owing to the fact that
a similar question was asked in the Legis-
lative Assembly and, due to that House hav-
ing adjourned its sittings temporarily, the
question cannot, for the time being, be
answered there. The replies to the questions
are: 1, Teo much reliance cannot be placed
on the accuracy of the statement by an ac-
cused person. There is no record of any
such sum being handed in to the depart-
ment, 2, Any such money would be paid
to revenne as provided by Section 76 of the
Police Aet. 3, No rewards are paid by the
department for found or unclaimed pro-
perty handed into the department. 4, Any
money or goods handed into the department
and not elaimed within three months would
be returned to the finder if he so wished and
an indemnity taken from him as provided in
the Police Code. 5, Yes.

2907

BILL—-COMMONWEALTH POWERS,

Received from the Assembly and read a
first time.

BILL—VERMIN ACT AMEND-
MENT.

Assembly's Request for Conference.

Message from the Assanbly requesting a
conference on the amendments insisted on
by the Couneil and notifying that at such
conference the Assembly would be repre-
sented by three managers, now considered.

HON. G. B. WOOD (East) [2.25]: I
move—

That the Assembly’s request for a confer-
ence be agreed to, that the conference be held
on a date to be fixed, and that the managers
for the Council be Hon, T.. Craig, Hon, L. B.
Bolton and the mover,

HON. C, B, WILLIAMS (South): I ob-
jcet onee aguin to conference managers be-
ing nominated. They should be elected by
the House.

The PRESIDENT: If any hon. membey
so desires, o ballot must be taken.

Hon, C. B. WILLTAMS: I do. Confer-
ence members should be eleeted, not
nominated,

The PRESIDENT: Then I shall put the
motion in this form—

That the Assembly’s request for a confer-
ence be agreed to and that the conference be
held on a date to be fixed.

Question put and passed.

The PRESIDENT: As objection has been
taken to the nomination of managers, &
baltot must be held.

Ballot resulted in Hon. G. B. Wood, Hon.
L. B. Bolton, and Hon. L. Craig being ap-
pointed as managers for the Counecil.

Message accordingly retarned to the As-
sembly.

BILL—COAL MINE WORKERS
{PENSIONS).
Recommitial.
On motion by the Chief Seeretary, Bill
recommitted for the further consideration of
Clauses 2, 3, 5, 6, 15 and 19,

In Conmrmittee.

Hon. J. Cornell in the Chair; the Chief
Secretary in charge of the Bill.

Clause 2-—Interpretations:

Hon. H. SEDDON: I was under the im-
pression that the Bill kad been brought be-
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fore the House with the concurrence of all
parties concerned, buf I have received o
letter today which leads me to a different
conclusion. Perhaps the Chief Secretary,
if he can see his way clear to do so, would
make a statement with regard to the pre-
liminary negotiations that oecurred before
the Bill was introduced.

The CHAIRMAX: This is a little irve-
gular. The Chief Secretary ean please him-
self whether or not he makes such a state-
ment.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: I have neo
statement to make, except to say in reply
to the hon. member that representations
were made to the Mipister by hoth parties.

Hon. H. Seddon: By both parties?

The CHIEF SECRETARY : Yes.

Hou. H. S, W. PARKER : Before I move
the first amendment appearing in my name
on the notice paper, I desire to move to
alter the word “is” in the definition of mine
worker. The definition will then read: “a
person who was employed underground in
a coalmine in the Stafe by the owner of the
coglmine at any time after the 31st Decem-
ber, 1937.» The definition at present ap-
pearing in paragraph (b) really has no
meaning. It says, “who was at any time
after the 3lst day of December, 1937, en-
gaged as a mine worker in the coal indus-
try in this State”  We therefore come
back to the question, what is a mine worker?
The definition appearing in the New South
Wales and Queensland Aects is “a person
who was at any time after (a certain date)
engaged in the coalmining industry.” The
words “as a mine worker” were notl included,.
They have heen inserted in paragraph (h)
in error. The alteration I propose will give
effect to what the Committee intended. It
is my intention to move an amendment as
follows:—

That in line 1 of pavagrph (a) of the de-
finition of ‘‘mine worker’’ the word ¢ig’? be
struck oat with a view to inserting the word
‘fwas.'?

The CHAIRMAN: Your amendment does
not appear on the notice paper.

Hon. . 8. W. PARKER: Xo, but this is
not the third reading stage.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: In my
opinion Mr. Parker is making a mistake.
The present definition of “mine worker” js
“g person who is employed underground in a
coalmine in the State hy the owner of the
mine.” There is nothing wrong with that
definition.

[COUNCIL.)

Hon. H. 8. W. Parker: Read the next
paragraph.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: Never mind
that; we will deal with this paragraph.

Hon. J. A. Dimmitt: Which is one defi-
nition.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: Yes.

Hon, H. 8. W. Parker: I want to extend
the definition, so that it will include every-
body in the industry after 1937.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: Paragraph
(b) reads: “a person who was at any time
after the 31st day of Deeember, 1937, en-
gaged as a mine worker . . .”

Hon, H. 8. W. Parker: Yes, as a mine
worker; but what is a mine worker?

The CHIEF SECRETARY: A man who
is employed nnderground.

Hon. H. S. W. Parker: No. The defim-
tion now is, "a mine worker who is at any
time after a certain date engaged as a mine
worker.” We must now define what a mine
worker is.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: I do not
think the atteration will make any difference.

Hon. H. 8. W. Parker: Yes, it will.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: The hon.
membet’s idea is to make the definition read:
“a mine worker is a person who has heen
employed in a coalmine in this State from
the 31st December.”

Hon. H. §. W. Parker: After the 31st
December! That was the intention of the
Committee.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: For my
benefit, the hon. member might go over the
ground again, hecause I cannot see any real
neeessity for the amendment.

Hon., 1I. 8. W, PARKER: It is not my
intention to alter what has been agreed to
by the Committee. This would merely
carry out the intention of the amend-

ment moved by Mr., Craig, to the
effect that a “mine worker” shounld
mean an underground worker. Take para-

graph (e} as a check on paragraph (b)!
Bach pavagraph must be taken distinetly
and separately from the other. If the para-
graph iy left as it is, any worker in a mine
cauld ¢laim o pension. He would say, “I am
i mine worker, T was a inina worker afrer
1047, therefure I elaim a pension™ Ile
woulit be told that the Tegislature had stiju-
lated that & mine worker meant an under-
groumd worker, but it is not stated what
a mine worker actually is. If the two worls
“mine worker” are omitted there wounld be-
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a meaning to the term “mine worker,”
namely, a person who at any fime wag en-
gaged in the coalmining industry. We have
distinctly stated that we do not wang the
definition to include everybody but only
underground workers, and I am only sug-
gesting an amendment which will conform
to what I believe to be the intention of the
Committee.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: T see the
hon. member’s idea, but I suggest that a
better way to meet his desire would be to
amend paragraph (a) to read somewhat
like this—

A person who is or at any time after the
thirty-first day of December, one thousand nine
hundred and thirty-seven, has leen employed

underground in a coalmine in this State by the
owner of the mine.

Hon. H. 8. W. Parker: I have no objee-
tion to that.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: I think per-
haps we might postpone consideration of
thig clause until s later stage of the pro-
ecedings to see whether we ean reach unani-
mity in regard to the actual wording.

Hon. H. 8. W. PARKER: I ask leave to
withdraw my amendment.

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn.

On motion by the Chief Secretary, fur-
ther consideration of the elanse postponed.

Clause 3—Special provisions as to ealeu-
lation of periods of employment:

Hon. J. G. HISLOP: I move an amend-
ment—

That in line 5 of Subclause (4) after the
figures ‘¢1941°’ the words ‘‘of which union
or organisation the membership is principally
confined to personsg falling within any one or

more of the claosses referred to in SBeetion 2 of
this Act’’ be inserted.

T &till maintain that this paragraph is some-
what ambiguous and that there are
words in paragraph (g) of Clause 2 which
have hecn left out of this subelause and
which if inserted would make it quite clear
and beyond all doubt, It is those words I
propose to have added.

The CHAIRMAN: Before the Chief
Secretary replies 1 point out that on
Tuesday last he songht my adviee on
the recommittal of this Bill. I suggested
to him that I thought it would meet the
wishes of the Committee if he gave a day’s
grace in order that the Bill could be studied
and that members eould put amendments on
the notice paper. This the Chief Secretary
did. T think that met with the approba-
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tion of the Committee. Now Dr. Hislop
has come at the eleventh hounr with eight
amendments which de not appear on the
notice paper.

Hon. G. W. Miles:
do not appear.

The CHAIRMAN : I think that is a breach
of faith. T have read the hon, memher's
amendments. Some are highly contentions.
It is difficult for members to follow the
amendments if they are not in front of them.
However, Dr. Hislop has complied with the
usual rule that three copies of proposed
amendments be supplied to the Chamber,
and I now eall on the Chief Secretary to
reply.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: I do not
look on this as a hreach of faith, although
it is awkward when one receives a num-
ber of amendments like this at the last
minate. I did not see them before onc
o'clock today. I am expected to know some-
thing about the subject-matter, but as the
House met at 2.15 there was not much fimo
to digest the amendments. Nevertheless, |
do not think there is aany real reason why
we should not deal with them. So far as
this one is eoncerned, the words are really
redundant because the interpretation clanse
provides what is meant by an elected official.
Consequently T do not know that it makes
any differenca whether the words go in or
stay out. Clause 2, Iuterpretation, de-
fines an elected official, and that definition
is what Dr. Hislop desives to insert,

Amendment put.

Fhe CHAIRMAXN: T suppose stlence indi-
eates consent.

Hon. L. CRAIG: It indicates that this
Committee does not really know the portent
of the amendment. T agree with the Chief
Seeretary. I cannot see that it makes any
difference, but T feel some diffidence in say-
tng yes or no unless T know what I am
talking about. I first knew what this
amegndment was when it was read out. I
think it might have some serious eonse-
quenees, but if T take i¢ and read it for hall
an hour at home T might change my mind.
This Committee shonld not vote withont
knowledge.

The CHAIRMAN: If the Committee is
not sure of its ground the clause shounld be
recommitted.

Hon. Sir Hal Colebateh: Would yon, Sir,
mind reading the amendment?

There are others that
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The CHAIRMAN: Yes. The amendment
is to insert after the figures “1941" the words
“of which union or organisation the mem-
hership is principally confined to persons
falling within any one or more of the classes
referred to in Section 2 of this Act.” The
Chief Secretary has pointed ocut that the
words are redundant,

Hon. H. 8. W. Parker: They are the same
words that appear in Clause 2.

Hon. W. J. MANNXN: I think I moved that
amendment previously, and my objeet was
to make it elear that the elected officials
should he from the miners’ union and not
from any other of the unions that may be
represented by other persons, such as elec-
triciang working in the mine.

Hon. J. G. HISLOP: 1T am sorry that
snell a position has arisen. In these busy
davs when one is attempting to do a lot of
war work outside this Chamber it is ex-
tromely diffieult to assemble one’s views on a
lengthy Bill such as this, and after so many
amendments have appeared on the notice
paper, within a short peried of time. If it
would please this Committee better T would
ask for g recommittal of the clause so that
my amendment might appear on the notice
puper. It that suggestion is agreed to 1
wonld like to do the same with the other
amendments T have brought forward.

Hon, . B. WILLTAMS: T do not kouw
why we should waste time on such a simple
matter. This amendment only seeks to add
certain words that appear somewhere els:.
T am in favour of those words being in-
cluded. T do not agree that n trade union
seevetary who hag never worked in a coal
mine, should enme under this scheme. I said,
at the second veading stage, that the posi-
tion was very open. A man from any trade
union eonld he included.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: What we de-
sive iz to have the position clarified so that
there may he no mistake as to what is meant.
That would be better achieved if, instead of
adding these words, we deleted some words.
We wounld then make the snbelause read as
follows :—

Any clected official as defined by Section 2,
paragraph {(g)—

Hon. L. Craig: Will you move that amend-
ment ¥

The ('HIEF SECRETARY: Yes.

Hon. J. G. HISLOP: T ask leave to with-
draw myv amendment.

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn.

[COUNCIL.]

The CHIEF SECRETARY: I move an
smendment—

That in lines 1 to 5 of Subelause (4) the
words ‘‘of an industrial or trade union of em-
ployees, or of an association of employees, re-
gistered as an organisation under the Commeon-
wealth Conciliation and Arbitration Aet, 1904-
1834, or under the Industrial Arbitration Act,
1912-19417? be deleted with a view to inserting
other words,

Amendment put and passed.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: I propose to
move to insert, in lien of the words struck
out, a provision setting cut that the elected
official shall be as defined in the definition
of “mine worker.”

Hon. H. 8. W. Parker: I do not desire
to quibble shout words, but a mine worker
is not “defined” in Clause 2, although the
requisite particulars are set out there.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: I will ac-
cept that suggestion. I move an amend-
ment—

That the following words be inserted in lien
of the words struck out:—'"as set out in para-

graph {g) of the definition of "mine worker?
in Section 2.’

Hon. W. J. MANN: If the amendment
were agreed to, would it not be possible for
more than one elected offeial to he brought
within the scope of the Biil? I want the
provision narrowed down specifically to one
official.  Other unions have members whe
work on the mines. The Vietorian Act pro-
vides for two elected officials, angd under the
New Bouth Wales Aet I think any numher
of officials ean be hrought within the scope
of the legislation. I do not think the amend-
ment is as definite as that originally sug-
gested by Dr. Hislop.

The Chief Secretary: You could not have
anything more definite than my amend-
ment!

Hon. W. J. MANXN: So long as the posi-
tion is covered from the standpoint I have
mentioned, I am satisfied.

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

Clause 5—Employment after 60 years of
age prohibited:

Hon. H. SEDDONX; It will be remembered
that when we amended the elause the idea
we had in mind was that any mine worker
employed in the industry at 60 years of age
should be allowed to remain working if he
so desired. To attain that ohjective and to
prevent any question being raised as to his.
being probibited from working, I seeured
the deletion of Subeclause (1) and amended
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paragraphs (a} and (b) and the proviso
in Subeclause 2, retaining only the original
paragraph (e} of that subclause. I wanted
the position properly safeguarded and there-
fore consulted the Crown Solicitor. As a
resulf, I think my objective will be better
aftained if we reinsert Subelause (1) with
the addition of a few words, and delete
paragraph (c¢). The effect then will be to
provide that any man in the industry who
is 60 years of age may, if he so desires, re-
main at work and will also make it clear
that no new man may take work in the in-
dustry if he is 60 years of age. If that is
not provided for, members will realise how
possible it would be to break down the pen-
sions scheme. I move an amendment—

That a new subelause be inscrted as follows:
—'“{1) Subject to this section no person shall
take into or retain in his employment as 3
mine worker any person whe is of ot above the
age of G0 years, and no person of or akove the
age of GO years shall accept or continue in
employment as a mine worker except as pro-
vided in Bubsection (2) of this section.’’
The additional words 1 mentioned earlier are,
“ag provided in Subsection (2) of this see-
tion.” Later on I will move for the dele-
tion of paragraph (c¢) of Subclause (2).

The CHIEF SECRETARY: 1 do not
Taise any objection to the amendment. It
really means restoring the original subelause.
So long as Mr. Seddon has the requisite
amendments to move to give full effect to
what is desired, the subclause certainly
should be re-inserted.

Amendment put and passed.

Hon. H. SEDDON: I move an amend-
ment—

That paragraph (¢) of Subelause (2) be
struck out.

With the re-insertion of Subelanse (1), no
man may be employed in the industry after
he has reached the age of 60 years, and no
man may be retained after the age of 60
years exeept as provided in Subclause (2).
This subclause stipulates that a miner of 60
or more may retire from employment as a
mine worker upon the expiration of three
months after the commeneement of this part
of the Act. Therefore there is no necessity
for the provision in paragraph (e) that a
person of or above 60 not employed at the
commencement of this part shall be employed
afterwards.

Amendment put and passed.

Hon. J. G. HISLOP: I move an amend-
ment—

That a further proviso be added to paragraph
(b) of Subeclause {(2) as follows:—*!Provided
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further that if in the opinion of a tribunal a
mine worker of or above the age of sixty yeara
is unable to continue his employment by reason

of his physical disabilities, or if in the
opinion of the tribunal the employment
of such wmine worker would be detrimental

to the safety of his fellow mine workers, such
mine worker shall be retired by the tribunal.’’
The Bill as amended provides that a miner
of 60 may retire or may continue working.
Some men of 60 have a false idea of their
physical abilities and may elaim to be able
te eontinue their work. The tribunal should
have a right to say to such a man, “You
are not fit for the work, and you mav be a
danger to other men in the mine,” and retire
him from the industry,

The CHIEF SECRETARY: T raise no
objection to the amendment. When a mine
worker of more than 60 vears insists upon
working underground and, in the opinion of
the tribunal or of the men working with him,
he is a danger to fellow-emplovees, the tri-
bunal should have the right to retire him
from that work, and he should he entitled to
Teceive a pension,

Hon. €. B. WILLTAMS: This amend-
ment will negative all that My, Seddon has
aimed to accomplish. He has seeured amend-
ments to permif a man te remain in a mine
after reaching 60 years of age, and this
amendment will afford means of getting rid
of him.

Hon. H. SEDDON: If a miner is con-
sidered tn be & danger to his fellow-workers,
the tribunal will have power to determine
that fact. I cannot conceive of the mine
management then retaining his services. I
see no great harm in the amendment.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: The point
arises whether the words have been inserted
in the right place. Dr. Hislop might con-
sider whether the better place for them would
be at the end of Clause 3, either as a proviso,
or as a substantive subclause.

The CHAIRMAN: The question now is
that the words be inserted as a further pro-
viso to Subelause (2).

The CHIEF SECRETARY: I move as
an amendmeni on the amendment—

That the worda proposed to be added to
paragraph (b), be added at the end of the
clause to stand as Subcetause (7).

Hon. C. F. BAXTER: It would be much
wiser to report progress. The amendments
are not on the notice paper, and we really
do not know what we are dealing with. How
are we to follow long amendments read ont
by the Chairman?
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Hon. A. THOMSOXN : This Bill, if passed,
will have far-reaching effects. I do not
know how members can intelligently fol-
low the various amendments when they are
not on the notice paper. It would be satis-
factory to know what we are voting on, in-
stead of voting in the dark. T protest against
the present method.

Amendment, on amendment, put and
passed; amendment, as amended, agreed fo.

Clause, as amended, put and passed.

Clause 6—Pensions, mine workers who are
retired: .

Hon. J. G. HISLOP: In view of the re-
luctanee of members to discuss these amend-
ments while they are not on the notice paper,
may I explain that it is extremely diffieult
to review a Bill of this character in such a
ghort time, especially when one is aitempt-
tng to do much war work outside. I would
agk the Chief Beecretary to consider re-
committal of the amendments.

The CHIEF SECRETARY : T am anxious
to make progress with the measure.
We adjourned the House over yesterday in
order to be able to do so. I sup-
gest confining the present discussion to
amendments that ean be grasped readily.
A slight misunderstanding has arisen with
regard to one amendment, but those that
follow are quite elear. I have a vivid recol-
Iection of having had on numerous occasions
to deal at a moment’s notiee with long and
involved amendments in a number of Bills,
amendments of which 1 had had no potice.
I do not think memhers have eause to com-
plain bitterly of the faet that they have, in
the cireumstances, had no notice of these
amendments. Dr. Hislop wrote to me ex-
plaining why he was unable to put these
amendments on the notice paper, We should
proceed with the Bill in an endeavour to
make progress.

Hon. J. G. HISLOY: T move an amend-
ment—

That at the end of paragraph (b} the fol-
lowing proviso be added:—‘Provided that a
mine worker whoe because of itl-health eertificd
to by a medicat certificate was unuble to work
G0 days in his last year of employment, but
who has fulfilled all other obligations under
this Act, shall not be deharred from receiving
a pension under this section.’’

There is a possibility of injustice, because,
on the present wording, & mine worker in
order to receive a pension must have fulfilled
the requirements of Clause 6, Subelause (1),
If a worker is unable to continue working

[COUNCIL.]

for 60 days in his last vear, then, as the
Bill stands at the moment, he would be al-
lowed a pension of only 30s. a week. If he
has given 20 years’ service and is overtaken
by illness in his last year of work, and is
consequently unable to complete 60 days’
service in that year, he should not for that
reason be deprived of 10s. per week.

Amendment put and passed; the clause,
as amended, agreed {fo.

Clause 15—The tribunal:

Hon. J. G. HEISLOP: I move an amend-
ment—

That in line 1 of Subclause (2) the word

‘“threc'’ be struck out and the word *‘five’’
inserted in lieu.
The Bill proposes that the tribunal shall con-
sist of one nominee of the Minister, one
nominee of the coslmine owners and one
nominee of the coalmine workers. I guestion
whether such a tribunal would be workable,
in view of the fact that there are two ecoal-
mine owners, and these would have only
one representative, who might not be an fait
with the working conditions in both coal-
mines.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: I hope the
amendment will not be agreed to, as there is
no necessity to increase the number of mem-
bers of the tribunal from three to five. On
Dr. Hislop’s argument, if there were three
or four coalmining companies, it would be
desirable to add three or four members to
the tribunal to represent the various com-
panies. The tribunal will not have to de-
termine something which will he detrimental
to one company as against ancther; I ¢cannot
imagine that state of affairs arising. A
tribunal composed of three memhers would
he able to deal with matters referred to it
far hetter and more expeditiously than
would a tribunal composed of five members.
I have no objection to the idea underlying
the amendment, but I think a itribunal of
three is sufficient in the cirenmstances.

Hon. W. J. AIANX: I hope the clause will
remain ag it is. As constituted, the tribunal
will funetion quickly and without any am-
biguity. If the members were increased to
five in number and other interests were rep-
resented I do not know that that would meet
the position any better. The coal mine
owners will agree amongst themselves as to
their representative, and he will represent
their side of the industry as dees an advo-
cate in the Arbitration Court. By the same
token the uniong will have their representa-
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tive and a third person will be appointed
by the Minister.

Hon. J. Gi. HISLOP: I fcel that the tri-
bunal has some other things to decide apart
from who will get pensions and when. If
members will refer to page 25 of the Bill
they will realise that the tribunal has tio
decide upon the amount of reserve which is
to be held each year. The remarks of the
Chief Secretary might have weight if there
were several companies but, when there are
only two, I wonder whether it would not
be faiver for cach of them to have a repre-
sentative,

The CHIEF SECRETARY: The conivi-
butions to the reserve fund will be subject
to actuarial adviee, and I do not know that
an inercased membership of the tribunal
wonld affect the position very much. Cer-
tain information will have to bo supplied,
but we provide in the Bill that there shall
he no alteration of henefits and so on exeept
after an actnarial cxamination, and the re-
serve fund will be established on the advice
of the actuwary. If the hon. member fears
there is going to be a difference of opinion
between the two companies there might be
something in his argument, but I cannot see
why there should be such difference. There
are only two companies involved.

Hon. I.. Craig: At the moment; there may
be more later on.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: Other com-
panies may be formed, but I do not know
that we shonld be prepared to say they
should have representatives on the tribunal.

Hon. L. CRATIG: The Arbitration Court,
which consists of three members, has much
more important matters to decide than this
tribunal will have, The tribunal will work
aceording to rules laid down. All it has
to decide is whether 2 man is entitled to a
pension. The amount to be salloeated to re-
serve each year will be actuarially based and
the tribunal will have nothing to Jo with
that. 1 do not see that five men could do
any more than three. In cases of dispute
the decision will be made by the chairman.

Amendment put and negatived.
Clause pnt and passed.

Clause 19—Contributions:

Hon. G. W. MILES: Before the Chief
Becretary brings forward his proposal I
would like the Committee to consider the de-
letion of all the words in Subclause {6) from
“Notwithstanding” down to “ton.” If the

2913

Committec decides upon that there will be
no need for the proviso.

The CHAIRMAXN: Dr. Hislop has five
other amendments before that, I will leavz
the Chair until 415 p.m.

Sitting suspended from 3.57 to 4.18 p.m.

Hon. J. G. HISLOP: T move an amend-
ment—

That in line 11 of Subclause (1), after the

word ‘‘amount,’’ the words ‘‘not exceeding
one-halfpence (140.) per ton’’ be inserted.
I bave introduced this amendment to em-
phasise the fact that we have been working
on the idea that a certain degree of cost
will be borne by the eompany, and, as the
Bill stands at the moment, no owner shall,
in consequence of any payment to the fund,
increase the price of eoal to any consumer
beyond 2d. per ton. I draw attention to the
fact that, becanse of the necessity for build-
ing up a reserve fund, we are adding a fur-
ther impost on the company. Perhaps some
limit should be placed upon the reserve. It
is with that idea that I propose to insert
the words “not exceeding one-halfpence per
ton.” From figures I have gathered I believe
that would work out at about £1,500, and it
is & very tidy contribufion which might be
divided equally between the mine workers
and the company. A reserve of more than
this amount might be against the interests
of both parties. 1 understand that the
amount will be arrived at on an actuarial
basis but, as we were informed the other
day, this actuarial basis is not by any means
acocurate, and we are assuming that it will
be 4d. per ton. I eonsider the amount being
asked of this company may eventually grow
to quite a considerable total. I am drawing
attention to that aspeet by moving this
amendment. I know that by so doing 1 am
limiting the reserve, but 1 think that, at
that amount, the reserve should be sufficient
to carry out what is necessary. It appears
to me to be about one-eighth of the total
cost.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: I cannot
agree to the amendment, although I have ne
knowledge as to whether the reserve fund,
when ecreated, would amount to even ¥d.
per ton, The point is that this fund is fo
be established on advice from the Govern-
ment Actuary. As T advised the Committee
previously, the Bill, as it relates to the es-
tablishment of the pensions fund, has been
based on a contribution of 4d. per ton by
the companies, Since that actuarial calen-
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lation was made, the Committee has materi-
ally altered the Bill which is now applicable
only to those miners who are employed un-
derground. The fund will not now cater for
the same number of men as was originally
proposed. The tribunal, with the benetit of
the advice of the Government Actuary, will
probably find that the amount of money re-
quired will not be as large as formerly esti-
mated. Any action taken regarding the
establishment of a reserve fund will be in
accordance with advice tendered by the Gov-
ernment Aectuary. I do not consider that
the members of this Committee are entitled
to affect the soundness of the fund by de-
cisions arrived at here. If we are to say
that the contributions of the company are
to be limited to 14d. per ton, should we not
also say that the contributions of the mine
workers to the reserve fund shall also be
limited correspondingly? I am not in a
position to say what the worker’s contribu-
tion should be to bring it into line with the
1%5d. per ton, which it is suggested should
be contributed by the companies. The Com-
mittee would make a great mistake if it tied
down the tribunal in the direction suggested.
We should leave such a matter to the tri-
bunal acting under the guidance of the Gov-
ernment Actuary. Another point to he con-
sidered is that regulations framed under the
Bill will have to be placed before bhoth
Houses of Parliament and, should one or
other party consider it was heing unfairly
dealt with, means would be found at onece
to deal with the position.
Amendment put and negatived.

Clause put and passed,

Clause 19—Contributions:

Hon. G. W. MILES: T understand the
Chief Secretary intends to move for the re-
insertion of the proviso to Subclause (6).
Previously the Committee agreed to strike
out that proviso leaving the rest of Sub-
elause {6) in the Bill. T am opposed {o the
subelause as a whole, and I want to test the
feeling of the Committee on the guestion of
retaining the portion that remains. I move
an amendment—

That Subelause (6) be struck out.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: 1 presume
that if Mr. Miles's amendment is agreed to,
I would then have an opportunity to move
that the proviso deleted in a previous Com-
mittee be re-inserted. There are two points,
One is whether the companies should be
allowed to pass on more than 2d. per ton,
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and the other is whether the companies
shounld be allowed to pay their contributions
to the fund out of the dividends of the pre-
ference shareholders.

The CHAIRMANXN: JAssuming that Mr,
Miles guecceeds, it is immaterial whether the
proviso is iaserted as a suhelanse or as a
new clause.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: I should
think that what was the proviso ¢ould be in-
serted as a new clause,

The CHAIRMAN: Yes; it could not be
inserted as a subclause exeept on further
recommittal,

The CHIEF SECRETARY: It is im-
material to me in what form it is inserted
s0 long as it appears in the Bill.

Hon. L. CRAIG : I wish te be clear on the
point, If My. Miles succeeds, the companies
may pass on the cost. Then, if the provise
is ingerted as & new clause, the eompanies
will still he able to pass on the cost but may
deduet the amounts from the dividends due
to ordinary or preference sharcholders.

Hon. C. F. BAXTER: In voting against
the proviso, some of us thought that the
whole of the subclause would be deleted.
I have yet to learn of any record of the
amount of money that will be required. We
do not know how many miners will eome
under the measore in any onc year. All we
know is that the Government Actuary at the
last moment placed hefore the Chief See-
retary something based ou records that are
not complete. How eould an actuarial de-
cision be arrived at in such eireumstances?
We should put the matter on a sound com-
mercial basis.

Hon, G. W, MILES: T appeal to the
(‘ommittee to support the amendment. The
cost of the pensions might be more than 4d.
per ton and the companies would be allowed
to pass on only 2d. Let us put the matter
on a business basis. The pensions scheme
should be arranged between the employers
and the employees and treated as part of
the business, just as other employers arrange
superannuation funds for their men. If my
amendment is accepted, there will be no need
for the proviso because the companies will
he in a position to pass on their contribu-
tion. That would be only fair to the com-
panies. They shonld not be required to take
the money required for pensions from the
dividends of preference shareholders.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: This is one
of the most important provisions of the Bill.
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We are arranging for those who have had
the privilege of working the coal mines at
Collie to make some provision towards the
pensions for miners. If the snbelause is
negatived, the mine owners may pass on the
whole of their contributions to the econ-
sumers of coal. In view of the fact that the
(fovernment normally uses 90 per. eent.
of the output and at present is taking

100 per cent, the Government would
be ealled upon to pay the whole of
the contributions to the fund other than

the portion paid by the mine workers.
If it ig a fair thing for the mine owners to
avoid any liability regarding the pension
fund, it is alse a fair thing that the mine
workers should be provided with the equiva-
lent of their contributions. One eannot get
away from the logic of that argument.

Hon. L. Craig: Tt is not logieal.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: I conside-
that it is. The Bill provides that the Gov-
ernment shall pay approximately one-
quarter of the cost of the pensions fund, that
the companies ghall pay two-thirds, and the
mine workers one-third of the balance, and,
further, that the companies shall pass on to
the consumer one-half of the two-thirds
which is the consumer’s Hkability. The
Bill provides also that that charge
shall not exceed 2d. per ton. The
eompanies have an obligation in this
matter. For many years they have ex-
ploited the Collie coalfields, and they are to-
day exploiting that national asset; and there
is no reason whatever why those who are
drawing dividends from the exploitation of
the fields should not pay their share towards
the pensions of the men who make it possible
for the shaveholders to draw dividends. We
cannot very well agree to the consumers
being relieved of any obligation in this re-
spect while we ask the miners to pay their
share.

Hon, Sir HAL COLEBATCH : After the
proviso had been deleted I voted for the re-
tention of this part of the clause; but since
the Chief Secretary is not content to stand
on that and intends to reinsert the proviso,
the effect of which would be to inflict mon-
strous injustices—to which I shall make no
further reference unless the matter comes
up again—I shall sapport Mr. Miles’s
amendment,

Hon. G. W, MILES: From my reading of
the matter, the pension claim has been ill-
conceived. I do not think the Government
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for 2 moment expected that this House would
carry the second reading of the Bill. The
proviso which the Chief Secretary wishes to
re-introduce—

The CHAIRMAN: Order!
on that,

Hon. G. W. MILES: The same procedure
is to be adopted here as was adopted by Dr.
Evatt—

The CHAIRMAN: Order! That mafter 1s
not before the Chair.

Hon. G. W. MILES: Not onee but a
dozen times actuarial figures have heen asked
for in relation to the Bill. Last week the
Chief Secretary said he had such figures
and would bring them forward at the pro-
per time. The right time to produce them
was before members were asked to agree
to the second reading. If the Commities
aceepts the Bill as put forward by the Gov-
ernment, similar Bills will be asked for on
behalf of the lumpers’ union and other
unions. The Industrial Arvbitration Court
takes into consideration the pensions ques-
tion when fixing the wages. The companies
get £18,000 a year if they produce coal of
a certain calorific value, but under the Bill
the fignre will come down to £16,000. The
whole thing is wrong. Full inquiry should
be made before we agree to any further
concessions. I trust the Committee will de-
lete the words proposed to be struck out.
Then the companies will be left to 1un their
business in a business-like way.

The CHIEF SECRETARY :; It is niee to
have Mr. Miles's views stated so clearly.
There is no doubt where he stands. We
have already had one division on this clause,
relative to the principle enuneiated that all
parties to the industry should be contribu-
tors to the fund. It is strange now to find
one member who supported that prineiple,
namely Sir Hal Colebatch, adopting the atti-
tude that because I agreed to have a certain
clanse re-committed, he will vote in exactly
the opposite direction to that in which he
voted previously. I have agreed to the re-
ecommittal of numerous clanses, but it does
not necessarily follow that I want the amend-
ments proposed to suceeced or not to sme-
ceed. In any event, so long as we understand
the principle of the matter T shall not eom-
plain. That principle is that all parties
concerned in the coalmining industry of
Western Australin shall contribute to the
pensions fund. And that is all this means.

We are not
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Hon. Sir Hal Colebatch: That would not
be the case if the proviso were re-inserted.

The CHIEF SKCRETARY : The position
would still be the same; all those who ave
intercsted in the coalmining industry of this
State would be contributors to this fund.
If I may reply to Sir Hal Colebatceh, I would
say, taking the experience of the last two
vears as a guide, that the people for whom
he is talking arce the only ones who have
ot anything out of the industry, they having
taken all the profits that bhave heen made.
However, that has nething to do with this
amendment, to which I hope the Committee
will not agree.

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

Ayes .. .- .- . 14
Noes G
Majority for 8

AVES.

Han, C. F. Baxter
H-m. L.. B, Bolion

Heon. Sir Hal Colebatch
Hon, €. R. Oornich
Hon, L, Craig

Hon. 1. A, Dimmity
Hon., F. E. Gibaon

Hon, J, G. Hislop

Hon. G, W, Miles

Hon. H, 8. W._ Pavker
Hon. A, Thomson

Hon. F, R, Welsh

Hon. 3. B, Waod

Hon. V. Hamercley

(Teller.)

NoEs.
Hon. W, H. Kitgon
Hon, W. J. Mann

Hon. C. B, Williams
( Teller)

Hon. J. M. Drew
Hon, G. Fraser
Hon. E. H, Gray

PAIRS.
ATEA. NoOEB.
Hen. BE. H. H, Hall Hon. E. M. Heenan
Hoa. H. Tuckey Hon. W. IR, Hall

Amendment thus passed.

The CHIEF SECRETARY : The provise
that was inserted in the Bill in order to
achieve some equitable arrangement wherehy
those who received incomes from the work-
ing of the Collie mines might pay their share
of the contributions to the pension fund
having heen defeated—their position has been
made particularly elear—I have no aption
but to move—

That progress be rcported.

Motion put and passed.

Progress reported.

ADJOURNMENT—SPECIAL.
THE CHIEF SECRETARY: I move —

That the House at its rising adjourn till
2,15 p.m., on Tuesday, the 23rd Aarch.

Question put and passed.

House adjourned at 458 pm.
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Commonwealth Powers, 2R. . 2017
Astjournment, Spectal 2029

The PRESIDEXNT taok the Chair at 2.15
p.m., and read prayers.

QUESTIONS (2).
STATE FERRIES.
As to “Duchess I[”

Hon. H. 8. W. PARKER asked the Chief
Seeretary: 1, What was the cost to the Gov-
ernment of putting into eommission the
Routh Perth ferry-boat “Duchess IL”? 2,
Who designed this ferry-boat?

The CHIEF SECRETARY replied: 1,
£6,665; 2, Mr. W. H. Taylor, general man-
ager, Tramways, Fervies and Eleetricity Sup-
rly-

BAGS, ETC.
As to Measures for Preserving.

Hon. V. HAMERSLEY asked the Chief
Secretary: 1, Referring to damage o bags
and tarpaulin eovers caused by present-day
superphosphate, if not already investigated
will he inquire whether—(a) keeping tar-
paulins clear of bags by pieces of timber or
other means; or (b) allowing space between
bags whether in trucks or in farmers’ sheds;
and (e) paying greater care to drying of
superphosphate before packing would con-
tribute to preserving bags? 2, If investi-
gations of these matiters have been made,
what conelusions were arrived at? 3, Have
investigations been made inte the tanning
of bags with red gum, and, if so, with what
result?

The CHIEF SECRETARY replied: 1 and
2—(a) Keeping tarpaulins elear of bags by
pieces of timher or other means will largely
effect preservation of the tfarpaulins. It
shonld reduce somewhat tha action on the
bags by providing some venlilation and
keeping down the temperature on the sur-
faces of the topmost bags which would come
in contact with the hot tarpanlin; (b} allow-
ing space between the bags whether in trucks
or in farmers' sheds would considerably re-
duce the damage; (¢) turning of the super-
phosphate to promote aeration and drying



