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

QUESTION — RAILWAY CATTLE
TRUCKS, SUPPLY.

Mr. OSBORN asked the Minister for
Railways: 1, Is he aware that buyers of
fat stock at the Midland Junetion stock
snle yards last Wednesday were unable
tv obtain trmeks to convey their purchases
feorn the yards until the following Fri-
day? 2. Will 1he Minister issue instrne-
tions immediately to the Traffie Manager
v provide tracks for to-morrow, su that
it will net reenr? 3, Is the Minister
aware that such delays militate greatly
agninst the small butcher and plays into
the hands of the wholesale men? 4, Wil
the Minister make inquiries and find out
why sueh delays did take place?

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS
rephied: 1, No. 2. All timeks ordered
will be supplied. 3, No. 4, Yes; the
Midland Company’s sale yards are quile
antside our jurisdietion, but inquiries will
be made.

QUESTION—POSTAL  FACILITIES
AT RATLWAY STATIONS.

Mr. GILL asked the Minister forr Ratbl-
ways: 1. What is the total number of
railway stations in the State where postal
in addition 10 railway duties are heing
performed? 2. What is the total annual
amount reeeived from the Commouwealth
Postal Depavtment for the performance
of these duties?

The MINISTER FOR RAIILWAYS
replied: 1. Twenty-eight. 2, £504 5s..
whieh includes office aceommodation.
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QUESTION — RAILWAY
TIVES,

LOCOMO-
REPAIRS.

Mr. SWAN asked the Minister for
Railways: 1, What iz the approximate
average cost of the repair of locomotives
sinee the npening of the Midland June-
tion workshops? 2, What was the aver-
age cost for corresponding period iiu-
medintely prior io the transfer from
Fremantle?

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS
replied: 1. The average annual cost per
locomotive from lst Janvary, 1905, to
A30th June, 1909, is £306 3s. 2, The av-
erage annual cosl per locomotive from
Ist July, 1901, to 3lst December, 1904,
is £331 4s. Prior to the year 1901-2,
loecomotive repaivs were not kept separate
from curriage and wagon repairs, so that
the firure guoled is for a period of 34
vears only,

BILL—AGRICULTURAL BANK
AMENDMENT.

Read a third time and transmitted to
the Legislative Couneil.

ACT

MOTION~COAL MINING INDUS-
TRY. GOVERNMENT SUPPLIES.
Mr. A. A, WILSON (Collie) moved—

Theat it is advisable in the best in-
terests of the State, and the stability of
the *hunkering trade’ in connection with
the Collic coal-mining industry, that
the decision of the Gotvernnient in Fef-
ruary, 1908, firing an equitable price
per tonw {with an  attendant sliding
seale) far Collie coal in proportion to
the imported ¥ewrastle coal, be extend-
ed for a period of five years, as from
February 1, 1910; ane that the several
coal vompanics be paid such equilabl
prive for loral coul supplies (o the Go-
cernment, conditionally on e said
colmuinies acliering lo the present ex-
isting ‘wages agreement’ wilkh their
workmen.”

He said: I ain pleased to have the op-
portunity of bringing this motion for-
ward hecause | think the time has ar-
rivedd Tor something of the kind to be
adopted. I do not intend to say much
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{o the motion as T feel it speaks for it-
self; and I am sure its fairness will com-
mend itself to both sides of the House.
So far as T ean see it will be to the best
interests of the Stale and to the coal
miners of the Collie that the motion
shonld be earried in its entirety. No one
regrets more than T the present unfortn-
nate state of affairs in the Newcastle and
Southern and Western mines in  New
Scuth Wales; hut while the nnfortunate
cireumstanee has taken place we have
food for reflection in that at last Collie
has justified its existenee. If Collie has
heen spoon-fed in the past, as its oppo-
nents have said. the infant has nourished
exceedingly well. T nlwavs ehallenge the
statement that Collie haos heen spoon-fed.
Without doubt the mines there supply an
article which is of fnll valne for the
money the Government pay for it. In
February of last year the Government
arrived at a deecision with regard fa the
Collie eoal industry, and it was that they
wonld pay 10s. 3d. per ton for approved
Collie eoal of 10,500 B.T.U. or move, the
price of same to be reduced according
to lesser calorifie values, such price of
10s. 3d. heing fixed as its equitable value
to Neweastle coal when the eontract price
for same is 18s. 11d. per ton in the ship’s
slings, Fremantle: the price to bhe paid
by the Government for Collie cual to rise
or fall in proportion to the contract price
for Neweastle, but that the maximum
price shall not execeed 12s. per ton and
minimnm price to be not less than 8s. 94,
per ton; the eolliery owners to undertake
to accept a proportionate reduetion in
price if Newcastle contract priee should
hecome less than 18s. 11d.; on the olher
hand, the Glovernment to undertake to pay
a proportionate inerease if the Newecastle
price should be increased, and the under-
taking to hold good for a period of two
vears from the ist February. 1908. That
is in operation now, and my idea in
bringing the motion forward is to eon-
tinne that state of affairs for another
fire years so that the Collie bnnkering
trade shall zet a fair show. I desire to
quote from the report of the Commis-
sioner of Railways. He takes sirong ex-
ception in his 1eport. as vsual, about the
price for Collie enal, and remarks that
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1s, per ton reduction in Collie coal means
£8,000 of profit (o the railways. He for-
gets to add that it also means £8,000 of
wages less to the miners. The present in-
dustrial award means that for every 1s.
per ton Collie coal is redueed the wages
of the miners al the Collie are reduced 1s.
per day. I will not stand silently by and
allow that state of affairs to continue. I
trust the House will earry the motion
in its entirety so that the eoal companies
and miners and tbe State generally may
et some benefit from the field.

The Honorary Minister: What is the
price for bunkering as against the price
to the Government? ‘

Mr. A, A, WILSON: The eases are
n¢t similar, inasmneh as the Governmeni
insist on a proper quality of coal being
supplied for their money. An inspector
of the department inspeets all the coal,
and insists that it shall be of the best
quality for the price paid. In the bunker-
ing trade there is no such inspection,
nor is there anything to show that half
the coal sent ont of the State is not small
coal.

The Ionorary Minister: What is the
price?

Mr. A, A WTLSON: T am not in the
company’s eonfidence: perhaps the mem-
her for Fremantle will be able to tell the
Honse what the price is. The only thing
in whieh | am concerned is the price the
Government pay, which is a fair and
equitable one. The Premier, when miving
his deeision in Febrnary, 1908, was re-
ported as follows:—

“Referring yesterday to the decision
of the Government to pay a greater
price for Callie coal, the Premier men-
tioned that the inerease was approxi-
mately 1s. 6d. per ton on the present
price. If the inerease had been made
correlative with that in regard to New-
castle eoal, he added, it wonld bave
been 2s. per ton, but Cabinet, after
rareful consideration, came to the eon-
clusion that an increase of 1s. 6d. was
safficient.”

The Premier at that time said it shonld
have heen 2s. a ton, but he thought they
were doing a fair thing in paying 1s. 6d.
Cabinet said the Premier was right, and
the House has agreed (o that. T only
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ask that the same econdition of nffairs
should he extended for a peried of iive
vears,

The MINISTER FOR MINES {Hon.
H. Gregory}: T do not propose to ask
the House to agree to this motion: be-
cause there is no donbt that during the
past five years conditions have ehanged
somewhat and, to say the least, inquiries
should he made hefore the Government
enter into ihe further contraet For another
peried of five years. This is abxolutely
essential, and T 4o not think thal wnder
the eireumstances the House should bind
the Government for s further period of
five years.

Mr. A. A, Wilson: You gave Newenstle
three years.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: We
have made arrangements for these people
for a period of three vears, and the Gov-
ernment are quite prepared to again enter
into arrangements with them for a fur-
ther period: but a question of this sort
demands inquiry, and we are justified,
I think. in making those nquiries. We
should not he asked to agree to a motion
of this sort, which would bind the Gov-
ernment for a further peried at the same
tixed rate. I will not give way to any
person 1 regard to my solieitude for the
Collie distriet. | quite rerogmse it is of
creal importance to the State. and ever
since | have had echarge of a depariment.
whether Mines or Railways. 1 have en-
deavoured (o give every legitimate assist-
anee to this industry. We have been ac-
cused of spoon-feeding it at the expense
of other indnstries, and of paying more
for our Collie coal than it 1s worth; but
it any person will compare the Collie of
to-day with the Collie of seven or eight
vears ago, and note the great strides
-made, anil realise the wonderful advant-
age it is to have those collieries open to-
day. thev will recognise that the action
of the Government was uvot only for the
hetterment of Collie, but for the better-
ment of the State. 1In speaking on this
question I would like to eongratulate the
hon. member hinwelf on having, with a
Tew friends, made some discoveries in the
Collie field, which mean a very large ad-
dition to the previously known ares of our
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coal beds. In 1904 the Government of
the day appointed Dr. Jack to inquire
into the coal resources of the distriet.
Dr. Jack prepared a very exhaustive re-
port in May of 1903, in which he made
certain recommendations to the Govern-
ment. I waat to show how we have en-
deavourved to earry out those recommenda-
tions. Dr, Jack in his report states—
“In plain figuves, therefore, I think
the Government should be prepared, if
necessary, f{u pay a direet subsidy to
the industry, limited to £23,000, in any
period of ten years. The Treasury
might be called upon up to this amount,
as required, at any time within any
period of ten years to raise the price
payable to the producers of the ecoal
(for nrailway use) to abont eight shil-
lings per ton, if ever the “equitable
price,” with the addition of “insurance,”
should fall below that sum; and I re-
commend that it should, if necessary,
be called on, in such event, to pay a
direct subsidy (limited to £23,000 i
each decennial period) up to 20 per
cent. on the price paid by the railway.
Further, in consideration that the ne-
cessity for an immediate reduction of
costs o meef a fall in the price—say.
to 8s., or 27 per cent.—would probably
close the mines at once and for many
years, if not forever, I recommend that.
for one year only, a bonus up to 1s, 6d.
per tonr on the coal taken by the rail-
way be paid by the Treasury to the
producers, provided that the total price
thus earned does not exceed 9s, 6d. per
ton, such bonus not to be held to be part
of the decennial amount of £23,000.”

Mr. A A, Wilson: That was when the
coal was 15s. 7d. per ton; now it is over
a pound.

The MINISTER FOR MINLKS: Dr.
Jack. in making bis report, gave us what
he terned the equitable value of the coal
as compared with eoal purehasable from
Neweastle at 13s. 4d. per ton. In fram-
ing his equitable value Dr. Jack con-
sidered that we should allow a sum of
1s. as insurance value to the State, by
reason of having the coal mines in our
midst. My opinion is that the insuranece
is worth 1s. 64,
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Mr. A, A, Wilson: How much is the
insuranee worth now?

The MINISTER FOR MINES: It 1s
impossible to estimate its value just now,
hbut one has to take the lean years with
the full, and I estimate the average in-
surance value at Gd. a ton. However, Dr.
Jack wvalued the inswranee to the State,
hy reason of having c¢oal mines here for
the purpose of building up our indus-
tries, at 1s, a ton, and he cousidered an
equitable price of Collie coal, with the in-
snrance added, would he 7s. 10d., or,
roughly, 8s. a ton. The Chief Mechani-
cal Engineer of the Ralway Department
also made an exhauslive examination in
connection with the use of Collie eoal,
and he found thai Collie coal woild net
give the same good results when the coal
had to he eonveyed a distance, or when
it had to be stored for some days. He
allowed an insuranee of Gd. o ton on
Collie coal, and with Newecastle eoal at
15s. 4d., he placed the equitable value of
the Caollie coal, with insurance at Gd. a
ton added, at 6s. 7d. per ton. Now when
Newecastle eoal rose fo 18s, 114, per ton,
we considered the equitable value of the
Collie coul at 9= 1341, per ton. I mizht
say that altheugh D, Jack recommended
the Government to expend something in
the nature of £23.000 as a subsidy to this
industry during a period of ten years,
we estimated that up to the end of 1907
we had paid for Collie coal approxi-
mately £10,000 more than we would have
paid for eoal under ordinary conditions.
In the last annual report of the Com-
missioner of Railways it will be seen that
the Commissioner econsiters the depart-
ment has paid as a bonus to the industry
£18,000 in excess of valre.  The hon.
member pointed out the conditions
under which the Government were pre-
pared, nearly three vears agn. to work
Collie eoal, instead of taking the action
adopted by a previous Administration
who apparently ignored Dr. Jack's re-
port.  Whereas in 1905. when tenders
were ealled for this eoal. the Government
of the day decided o give the whole of
the eontraet to one colliery at 8z 2d. a
ton, we entered into an agreement fixing
the equitable price of that enal and made
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the railways pay a value far greater than
the engineers of the department con-
stdered to be a fair value. [ think the
Government are deserving of every
credit for the way in which they have
fostered that industry. The average
price paid for Collie coal in 1907 was
8s. 6%%d. per ton. With Newcastle coal
at 18s. 11d. per ton we have now fized
the equitable value of Collie coal at
10s. 3d. per ton. And I might remark
that, in addition, we have given these
collieries a rebate on the royalty. Each
of these coal mines should be paying a
royalty of 3d. per ton on all eoal, but in
this agreement, in addition to the extra
price to be paid for the Collte coal, we
have omitted all royalty. I eertainly
propose, after the expiration of this
agreement, to insist upon the payment of
royalty on all coal, with the exeeption of
eoal for fhe bunkering trade. T think
we would be justified in making this ex-
ception in order to help the bunkering
trade. which promises to be of vasl im-
portance to the Siate. But it is cer-
tainly proposed in the near future o
ask that the royaliy preseribed by the
Act should he made payable in eonnee-
tion with the eoal supplied to the rail-
ways or for loeal orders. Tast year our
eoal bill was 10,000 tons more than in
the previous year, and we spent £18,000
more than we would have paid if we had
taken the coal at what we considered to
he its actnal value; that is, the Railway
Depariment consider they were paying
that much more than they helieve to he
the fair value of the eoal. There 18 n
special reason why this motion should not
be passed, beeause the motion if carried
would hind the Government to continue
the eontract with the coal companies on
the same ferms as are contained in the
existing contract. For one thing ii has
been clearly proved that Collie eaa} has
nol given the same results for locomotive
purposes after being some days out of the
vollieries a8 are obtained when the eoal
first comes from the pit. After a period
of eizht days some of the coals give very
poor results. and the resnits are very
bad indeed after expnsure 1e the air

for fen, twelve. or fonrteen days.
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We are extending our railways, and we
are endeavouring to use as mueh of the
coal as is possible, but when we have to
take the coal long distances to utilise it,
for instance on the Norseman line
we find that as the resnlt of weath-
ering the coal does not give the same re-
sults as it does within the first six days
of being taken from the colliery. There-
fore afier a period the coal has a smaller
equitable value for the railways than it
bas when directly taken ont of the pit.
There is another point. T consider thai
with the possibility of a larger bunkering
trade the coal mines should give better
terms to the Governmeni than they have
been giving in the past. 1 do not know
what the bunkering prices were just prior
to the New Sonthk Wales strike, but I
think they were something like 8s. or
8s. 6d. at the pit's moutk. Now if the
mines can raise coal at 8s. or 8s. 6d. at
the pit’s mouth for bunkering purposes
they eould certainly afford to give us coal
at a slightly less price than they do.

Mr. A. A. Wilson: Tt is not the same
quality for bunkering purposes; there is
more small stuff among the coal.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: I
should say an equelly good class of coal
is wanted for bunkering purposes. I
think the State ought fo insist upon a
clean coal being sent away for bunkering
purposes; but I do not like to interfere
with any person’s private trade, and I
am merely suggesting this by the way;
bat it would be a great pity indeed, when
the owners have a chance of building up
the coal trade and of showing the public
we have some fairly good coal, if they
did not turn out the very best coal and
try to get a continuance of the orders
they are receiving. I feel sure the coal is
not so bad as it has been painted, and I
am satisfied that many of those who are
now ordering the coal will find out it
would be io their advantage, when they
take their fuel supplies on visiting our
ports, to take a fair proportion of Collie
coal.

Mr. Angwin: They will not be allowed
to; the combine in the other States will
block them.
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The MINISTER FOR MINES: I
think our Federal laws should have some-
thing to say in regard to thai, i we
would probably blame ourselves if we
did not do this. If the big mail steamers,
who are not allied to the steamship ow-
ners of the Wast, find Collie eoal ix of
value, I-think they are certain to give us
a fair proportion of their oxlers.
Dr. Jack in his repoert showed thak
75 per cent. of Collie coal and 23 per
cent, of Newcastle coal will give very fine
results; and if Collie coal will do thaj in
locomotives it should do something simi-
lar in steawnships. 1f these things are
pointed out to the proper people, 1 have
net the slightest doubt our bhunkering
trade will increase, and if the bunkering
trade does increase and the coal mines are
kept fully employed, we should he able
to get better terms for the Government
than we have been able to get in the past.
We have been endeavouring to build up
the industry—in fact, we have been ae-
ensed of spoon feeding it—we have been
trying to foster it on the lines laid down
by Dr. Jack; we consider having these
coal mines here is well worth an insur-
ance, and we are paying 6d. per lon on
the equitable valne of Collie coal by way
of insurance. Again we are justified, I
think, in making a fair comparison with
Neweastle ¢oal and in paying on the equif.
able value of the coal in comparison with
ihe equitable value of Newecastle coal;
but under the hon, member’s motion a
minimum of 8s. 9d. would be fixed. T
do not know whether the hon. member is
aware of it, but in our agreement with the
colliery owners it is provided that the coal
shall not become less than the minimum
of 8s. 9d. per ton in value. In faet I
do not think we eould raise Collie coal
and be fair to the men snd the mine
owners if we asked for the coal at a
lower price than 8s. 9d., but as the indus-
try progresses and orders from ouatside
come in there is no doubt that by furn-
ing ont larger quantities of coal in fu-
ture than has been done in the past the
mine owners certainly should bhe able to
give us the eoal cheaper than they do now
with small orders.

Mr. A, A, Wilson: You have also 2
maximum,
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The MINISTER FOR MINES: Yes;
but let me point out that should they turn
ont 200,000 or 300,000 tons per year,
instead of, say, 100,000 tons per year as
nowy they could give us the coal at a
lower rate. In other words if they were
going full time they could give us cheaper
coal than if they only worked two or
three days per week. I do not think the
wotion should be earried. The bon. mem-
ber knows perfectly well the sympathetic
consideration the industry has had from
the present Administration. So far as
we have had dealings with the collieries
everything we have done has been with
the sympathetic desire to try to foster
the industry. All T desire is that the hon.
menther should take onv word that we re-
cognise, and have the desire, to build up
the industry, and that he should leave this
question of fixing an equitable price to
the Government. On that basis he could
rest assured that the industry will receive
every fair consideration from the Ad-
ministration. I hope the hon. member will
not endeavour to pass his mofion in its
present form, because we ought to look
very fully into all the matters appertain-
ing to our present contract with a view
probably to obtaining a small reduction
in what we consider the equitable value.
I ¢an assure the hon. member with re-
gard to ensuring the stability of the in-
dustry and his desire to have it given
fair consideration, that in any ecircum-
stances it will be dene,

Mr. GEORGE (Murray): 1 have just
a few remarks to make in connection with
this motion, I do not propose te go into
the relative merits of Newcastle and Collie
eoal beeause, in the opinion of the Gov-
ernment, and I think in the opinion of
tbe House, seeing the Government are
supported in it, that matter has been set-
tled for some time. It is not my desire
to in any way inferfere with the industry
which is of so much importance to the
State. The value of Coliie eoal as a fuel
has been thoroughly ascertained by the
report of Dr. Jack and by the evidence
given by the Railway Department and
by the knowledge we all have as obser-
vers. That is quite sufficient to settle
what the value of Collie coal is. We may
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put different values on it but that does
not matter. The coal is of value to the
State, and I hope I shall not say anything
to-day that will be detrimental to its
value as a fuel. What appeals to me in
this motion is the latter portion of it,
and T do not think the House can accept
it, It is evidently the desire of the
mover that the—I suppose I may eali it
—prosperity of the industry may be en-
sured for a period of five years. That is
all right. T do not think there is any-
thing we can object to in that very much.
I shonld like to see the prosperity of the
industry secured for fifty years if we
conld possibly do it. But in the latter
part the motion says, “that the several
coal companies be paid such equitable
price for lecul coal supplies to the Go-
vernment”’—that I do not objeet to—
“econditionally on the said companies ad-
hering to the present existing wages
agreement with their workmen.” I do
not even object to that; it binds the eoal
companies to the present existing wages
apreement; but what is there in this mo-
tion that binds the workmen to the present
agreement? The hon. member has asked
the House to confirm a prineiple that it
is desirable that the conditions of the
wages agreement with the workmien shall
he made secure for five years so far as
the employers are concerned, but has not
offered to the House any guarantee tha*
the wages agreement will be respected
by the workers for that period.

Mr. A. A. Wilson: On the face of it
it is an industrial agreement for five
years signed by both parties.

Mr. GEQORGE: Whatever motion may
be passed here ecannot interfere with the
present wages agreement that has been
fixed by the Arbitration Court. All a
resolution of the House can do is to ex-
press the opinion of lbe representatives
of the people here assembled as to what
shall be done. Beyond that it cannot go.
I am not disagreeing with any portion of
the motton, but I say it does not po far
enongh, If in this motion the employers
are to be bound to a wages agreement,
snrely what is saunce for the goose shoula
also be sance for the gander, and it should
also he binding on the workmen.
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Mr. A, A Wilson: Put in an amend-
ment to that effect and I shall support
it.

Mr. GEQRGE: I have no objection to
doing so. If my friend opposite wants
my assistance in this matter he is going
to get it if he agrees to what I want. I
do not wish the House to thing T am hold-
ing & hrief for the coal companies; I have
no more sympathy for them than I have
for the workmen; but seeing how events
are marching in the Eastern States, my
objection is that if any indusiry akin to
the industry in the Eastern States which
is having trouble desires from the House
the support of a motion of this kind the
least it ean do is to give in return lhe
same loyalty it expeets the House to ask
the employers to give.” If that ean be
added to the motion T am prepared Lo
support it.

“Mr. A. A, Wilson: Strike out the last
three words of the motion and add the
words “and their workmen” after ‘sev-
eral scoal companies,” and I will agree to
it.

The Minister for Mines: You are not
asking the House to fix ar industrial
agreement are you?

Mr. GEORGE: I am nof desirous that
the House should frame an industrial
agreement. My desire is to see whether
we cannot get indunstrial peace for a long
period in this State. It has been perhaps
my lack at times to have lo go inte the
Arbitration Court and also deal with large
bodies of men apart from the railways,
and anyone who knows my career in eon-
nection with railway construction will
know that I have been able to steer away
from bother with my workmen. It will
be better for every one if we ean arrive
at some understanding by which these
troubles can be averted. What is ap-
pealing to me is the tronble on the other
side, but though 1 know nothing of the
complaints of the men, I know this, that
if the federation of labour were to exert
its. full powers it eould do sufficient dam-
age in Western Australia to paralyse not
merely our industries but the people who
are actually wanting bread at the present
time. We have an opportunity with re-
gard to our coal, and if we are allowed to
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benefit by it we shall be able to put the
industry on a sounder basis than it bas
ever been hetore. But if it should happen
that those on the other side whe pull the
wires—and I hope that is a respectful
way of saying it—desire the colliers in
this State to come out, it will mean the
erippling of our coal industry and do
great harm throughout the State. I
think I may speak with some knowledge
on this question. I am frequently in the
neighbourhood of Collie and I know a lot
of people there, and I know also that
they are desirous of earrying on their
work. I know further that the men are
so loyal to the prineiples of unionism
that if they were called out they would
all go out. This is a matter to whiech 1
think the House should give very seriocus
consideration, not with the idea of mak-
ing the men disloyal to their unions, but
when we have an industry which has an
opportunity which should be regarded as
unique in its history, that opportunity
should be availed of to its fullest extent
so that the deeriers of the ecoal might be
shown what it ecan do. Then, when the
strike is off, without injury to the peo-
ple in the Eastern States of Australia,
we may find that there has grown a larger
demand for our coal and that there has
been the opportunity for giving employ-
ment to a greater number of minersin the
State. I repeat that I desire to see in-
dustrial peace in connection with this in-
dustry. The hon. member who has put
this motion before us, if he were to tell
us all that is in bis mind, would say that
there are many men at Collie who have
not had toc good a time during the last
few years. These men bave their op-
portunity now, and if we can do anything
to assist them to avail themselves of that
opportunity we should use every effort in
doing so. I heg to move an amendment—
That in line 12 after the word “com-
panies” the words “and their work-
men” be inserted, and that in the last
line the words “with their workmen”
be struck out.

The HONORARY MINISTER (Hon.
d. Price) : Before we adopt either the
motion or the amendment I think we want
to give this matter some further eonsider-
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ation. The mover in introdueing the
motion has furnished the House with
but few faets in connection with
this matter, although there are many mem-
bers in the House who are not awm fait
with all the conditions of the industry, and
whe are not fully aware of the
assistance (lollie eoal has received during
the past few years. Tt is a question with
me whether to-day that field is not in such
a position that will enable it to pay good
wages, and profitably supply the Govern-
ment with coal at a priee approximat-
ing to the price paid in connection
with bunkering. To-day the price of Col-
fie coal of 10,560 B.T.U. is 10s. 3d. per
ton, and the bunkering price is something
like 1s. 6d. per ton less, The hon. mem-
ber tor Collie read an extraet trom some
remarks made by the Premier that the
price paid by the (Government was 1s. 6d.
per ton more than the price paid by pri-
vale consunmers.

Mr. A. A. Wilson: I did not read any
such thing.

The HONORARY MINISTER: That
was what T understood the extraet to be.
But it is within our knowledge that the
price for coal for hunkering is counsider-
ably less than that paid by the Govern-
menf,

Mr., Anpwin: One is fine coal and the
other is not. )

The HONORARY MINISTER: I
have watched eoa! pui into bunkers, and
I have seen the coal which is supplied to
the Railway Department, and as I have
had experience on the London Coa! Ex-
change T think I may say that the subject
is ane that I am not altogether unae-
quainted with. I was saying that I had
noticed but little difference in the quality
of the two coals. Colliery proprietors
know well that if they want to secure a
bunkering trade in this State they have to
supply the best possible article, and that
if they supply an inferior article it will
be fatal to their hopes of ever building
up a considerable bunkering trade in the
various ports of Western Australia. The
question to be decided is what is the in-
tringic value of the coal, making due
allowance for the cost of raising. Ti is
not a fair thing that it should be said
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coal of 10,500
B.T.U. as a standard we should be
prepared to pay approsimately the
same price for similar coal obtained from
Collie. The cost of raising in the two
distriets is  very different. The hon.
member for Collie can tell this House that
there is no coal in Aunstralia which is so
cheaply mined as Collie coal, and he
knows well that the cost of mining New-
castie coal exeeeds that of mining Collie
epal. This is a favl which I have heard
those assoeiated with the Neweastle (rade
admit on many aecnsions,

that taking Newcastie

The Minister tor Mines: Coal is sold
in some places in New South Wales al
A5, G, per ton,

The HMONORARY MINISTER : As
the Minister for Mines informs me, there
are many places in New South ‘Wales
where coal has been sold at 5s. 6d. per
ton. What we bave to ask ourselves is
not what is the relative value between
Collie and Neweastle coal, but what is the
intrinsic value of this coal after we 'take
into consideration the cost of raising. An-
other important faet that we have to take
into consideraton is the question of wages,
and [ would be one of the last to wish
to see any diminution in the wages of
miners at (Collie.  But we know well that
wages there are based on the price that
the Government pav for eoal. If there-
fore ..ages are fixed on the Goveinmené
price. it wust affeet the price of coal
sold for bunkering below the price paid
by the Governmeni. I do not know
whether the nposition is sueh that
the mine owners will be able to pay the
enhanced wages for coal whether it goes
out for bunkering or for Government use,
but there is the position that if we agree
to this amendment we are going to fix the
wages which the mine owners must pay
for a period of five years, and this will
affect the price for bunkering. At
all events, it ix one of those ques-
tiong which ¥ venture to think this House
has no definite information upon, and if
this amendment is carried we will
tie the Government down for a
period of five years. It is possible also
that in this period of five years the trade
at Collie mav assume dimensions which
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will have the effect of bringing the cost
down below the price existing to-day.
We know the ontput is increasing enor-
mously. and we know in mining that the
grealer the outpnt the less the enst of
production.  We should not deal with
the matter in a haphazard way and bind
the Government down for the period T
have stated. We bave adopted the prin-
eiple which has been followed for the
purpose of giving the industry assistance
to enable it to get on its feet, and the
question now is whether it has not 2ot
to that position that it ean do withont
any further spoon-feeding. At this jnne-
ture the Government should be left in a
posttion to go fully into the matter to as-
certain whether it is not possible for them
to ecome inte hne with the ordinary pur-
chaser. [ have intervened because I look
upon it as an extremely important matter
for the constituency I represent. I am in
hopes that in the near future the Collie
coal hunkering trade will increase at the
port of Fremantle, and not only there bnt
at the various ports of the State. T hope
to see a bir trade In our own coal built
up at the various ports, and 1 venture o
think that not only this iovernment but
other Governments, hy the assistanee given
to the industry in the past, can he fairly
trusted to do a fair thing by them in
the future.

Mr. Angwin: How will this affect it?

The HONORARY MINISTER: What-
ever the conditions or the cost of raising
the eoal within the next five years may
be, this motion will tie the Government
down.

Mr, Angwin: How does il affeet bunk-
ering?

The HONORARY MINISTER: The
wares paid for bunkering are based on
the price paid for the coal by the Gov-
ernment.

Mr., Walker: This is likely to further
the bunkering trade.

The HONORARY MINISTER: I
wish T eould think so: I should have no
hesitation in sapporting this gquestion if
that were so. I think the {ime has come
when the Government, like any other pur-
chaser, should be allowed to come into
the open markei and buy on exactly the
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same footing as others. We wani to
settle that question, we want to find out
if sufficient assistanee has been given; if
not, we want to ascertain if it is neces-
sary to tie the hands of the Government
for five years, or whether a shorter period
would not be all that is required. In
view of the assistance and sympatbetic
consideration which hon. members have
given to this industry the House, I think,
can leave the matter with every confi-
dence in the hands of the Government.

Mr, ANGWIN (East Fremantle) : I
cgnnot understand the argument of the
member for Fremantle who rose to op-
pose the motion.

The Honorary Minister: No, I did not.

Mr. ANGWIN: Becanse he was of
apinion that it might affect the bunkering
trade. At the same time he pointed out
that he could not see why the Govern-
ment should not purchase their ecal at the
same price as those who purchased for
bunkering pwrposes. If the assistance
given here has been the means of redue-
ing the price for bunkering cozl, T see
no reasen why this propesal will not add
to the bunkering trade rather than di-
minish it. 1 am of opinion that as far
as the bunkering trade is coneerned, there
will be no opportunity of increasing it
unless some power is used to open the
trade publicly. As a matter of fact a
large number of oversea steamers visiting
Fremantle are not allowed to take more
than a eertain quantity of Collie coal, be-
canse those engaged in the coal trade,
whether ship owners or colliery owners,
are combined and will refuse to supply
any Newcastle coal if the steamers fake
over a certain quantity of Collie coal.
T received the information from the
agent of a large company at Fremantle.
Therefore, Collie coal is boyeotted by the
combine that has the control of the coal
trade. The position is to get over that
difficulty. There is one way of counnter-
acting it; why not charge a wharfage
rate or harbour doe on bunkering ecoal
from the other side. 'Why not make them
pay a certain proportion of the npkeep
of the harbour, and thus give Collie coal
an opportunity of entering into ecompeti-
tion as far as the bunkerinz trade is con-
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cerned. I think at the present time the
owners of the mines at Collie should be
able to make arrangements to compel the
oversea steamers fo enter into contracts
and ensure their supplies for some time
to come, because immediately the diffi-
culty, which is being experienced at the
present time, is removed, the -same condi-
tions of contract as now exist will apply
to the oversea steamers, and the amount
of Collie coal which they will be allowed
to take for bunkering purposes will again
be enforeed, consequently the trade from
the coal mines will be diminished. This
is a serious thing as far as Western Aus-
tralia is concerned, and I hope the Gov-
ernment will give it some consideration.
A few weeks ago I asked a question about
the matter, and the Premier said that he
intended to investigate the question, and
if he does so he will find that the state-
ment I have made, that the coal trade at
Collie is under a boyeott, is correct, and
that coal eannot he supplied io the gnan-
tities that even some of those who repre-
gent the shipping eompanies at Fre-
mantle wish to obtain. Only a few
weeks ago one steamer had to remain in
port seven hours longer than necessary,
if it had been allowed to take a larger
quantity of Collie coal than was per-
mitted.

The Honorary Minister: What steamer
was that¥

Mr. ANGWIN: I am not going to
mention tbe name. X hope the (Govern-
ment, and even the member for Fre-
mantle, in the interests of the port of
¥remantle and the State generally will
see that Collie coal shall have fair play
as far as the coal trade is concerned in
the future.

Mr. BOLTON (North Fremantle}: 1
want briefly to say, as a member re-
presenting the port of Fremantle, that I
cannot see where the adoption of this
motion, as amended, will interefer with
the bunkering trade. The cost of assist-
ance given to this trade, as referred to
by the Minister, has been returned to the
Government with interest. The Govern-
ment have controlled the price of New-
castle coal ever since they began fo use
Collie coa) to any extent, and fhat has
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been sueh a saving to the State thal il
must be acknowledged that whatever as
sistance the Government have rendered
to the coal industry has been returned tc
them with interest. A little bigger prie(
has been paid by the Government for the
coal used by them than is paid by private
consumers, or that the private irade com
mands, because there are certain condi
tions that govern the supply of coal
the Government that do not govern the
supply of coal to private consnmers. Ir
comneetion with the coal supply to the
Government, every bit has to be screened
ahd in addition to that the coal supplied
has to be in certain sized lumps, there
fore, it has to he broken before it is
aceepted, which may account for the en-
hanced price paid by the Government.
The contention that the member for Fre
mantle raised that if the Government
were tted down to a certain price, would
be governed by the wages, therefore the
bunkering price would also be governed
by the same conditions; what T mean to
say is this: it was contended by the
Minister that if the Government were
bound for five years that would also go-
vern the price of the bunker coal. I am
of opinion that it is not the priee that
Collie coal has to fight. The priee at
which they ecan supply the eoal is all suffi-
cient and satisfactory to the shipping
companies, Kven if the price to the Go-
vernment, and to the buankering trade,
was raised, I am still of opinion it is
only the prejudice that has to be broken
down, and not the price they have to pay.
I am of opinion it wouid pay the ship-
ping companies to use the Collie coal at
a higher price than they are paying to-
day, if they could get rid of the preju-
dice,

Mr. Angwin: It is not prejudice, but
boyeptt.

Mr. GORDON (Canning): I fail to
see the reason for the motion heing moved
by the member for Collie.

Mr. A. A, Wilson: Killing time, are
von?

Afr. GORDON: The position at pre-
sent is a very remarkable one, and unless
there is some rumour that the wage is
likely to be reduced there is no reason
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for the meotion to be brought on. If
the wage is likely to be reduced perhaps
there would be some valid reasons for the
proprietors reducing it. It seems to me
to be unreasonable to have to pay 10s.
a ton for coal at the pit’s mouth, while
in New South Wales the colliery proprie-
tors can sell it at 5s. 6d. per ton. The
reason for paying the extra price may
have been the building up of the trade,
but to-day the trade is practically built
up. J am not going to be a party, with
my eyes upen, to reeognising a conspiracy
-—because it is nothing else—between the
mine owners and the workers, to rob the
public.

Mr. Bath: Is the hon, member in order
in making use of that word in reference
to the motion of the hon. member?

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. member
should not make it apply to the hon. mem-
ber’'s motion: but I understood he was
using it as an expression of opinion of
what outsiders feel. If it is in any way
offensive to the hon. member he must
withdraw it.

Mr. A, A, Wilson: No one takes any
offence. :

‘Mr. GORDON: If the proprietors pay
more for getting the coal than it is really
worth. if the price of the eoal is raised
the public have to pay for it, and it
stands to reason if this is acknowledged,
it is reasonable that the proprietors of
the mines and the workers may say, “We
will go a bit further, and in addition to
the people paying an extra price for
Collie coal supplied to the Government the
householders shall pay the exira price
also.” Afier all, supposing this arrange-
ment is made and these conditions are
passed by the House, and future Govern-
ments are bound to pay the price, we
know that the Government will stiek to
the arrangement, but are the men going
to siiek to it? Will the member for
Collie sive a guarantee that all the men
will work for five years at this rate.

Mr. A. A, Wilson: T will give you a
guarantee for what it is werth.

Mr. GORDON: Tt is worth nothing.
That is the very position which I take up.
We have no way of seenring that these
men will work at the rate if this motion
i= passed. Tt is a most unreasonable

1561

position. I desire to move a further
amendment, providing that the men shall
be leld responsible as well as the mine
owners. I should like to add something
to the effect, that there shall be some
guaraniee 1n  addition to the handwriting
of the union, some money guarantee put
up on both sides; I think that will be a
reasonable proposition.

Mr. George: You mean a penalty.

Mr. GORDON : A deposit on each side;
and if either side breaks the agreement
then the deposit will be forfeited.

My, George: Do not make the deposit
too big or you will break the propriefors.

Mr. GORDON: I intend to move a
further amendment in the direction I have
indieateq.

The MINISTER FOR MINES (on
amendment): In regard to the amend-
ment that has been moved to add words to
the motion, I think the House would be
going very far indeed to pass the motion,
thus binding the Government. It would
fix a wages agreement without the slight-
est knowledge in any shape or form of
what the agreement is. I believe the
agreement is a good one; it has been in
forece for three vears and bhas worked
well, but we bhave no knowledge of it,
and the House would surely not commit
itself for a period of five years to an
agreement which, perhaps, only two mem-
bers in the House have given the slightest
consideration to.

Mr. Bolton: But it is satisfactory to
both sides.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: The
hon. member knows that I have gone very
fully and ecarefully into Dr. Jack’s re-
port, and into the question of the per-
centage that should be paid according
to the price of Newecastle ecoal. I do not
desire to deal with that guestion again, in
fact I think I wonltd be out of order if I
did so. But I want to deal with the ques-
tion that will make the Government a
party to an agreement of which, perhaps,
not more than two members in the House
have any knowledge.

Mr. George: It is based on an arbitra-
tion award.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: No.

Mr. A. A. Wilson: Yes.
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The MINISTER FOR MINES: [s it
an arbitration award?

Mr. A. A. Wilson: Yes.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: Does
the hon. member know that? I think T
am correct in saying that after the award
was made other conditions were arranged
between the workmen and the owners,
Is there not a condition to the agree-
ment by which if the price vises there is
a melhod for the workien to get a higher
rate of pay than under the arbitration
award.

Mr. A. A. Wilson: That is so.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: T he-
lieve that after the industrial award was
made a fresh arrangement was entered
into by the workmen and owners by
which there should he additional payment,

Mr. Walker: That has now become the
award.

Mr. Bath: Anyhow it does not affect
the Government.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: It is
a motion binding the Government.

Mr. Bath: It binds them to an equit-
able price.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: It is
a motion binding the Government to take
the coal for five years. If it s T think
it is out of order, as it would bind the
Government to enter into a contract for
five years, which I contend the House has
no power to do.

Mr. George: It does not bind them to
price, but to conditions.

The MINISTER FOR MINES : 1t
binds them fo the price. We are bound
by it to the prices in our present agree-
ment. There is an agreement in force
whereby we pay the eoal companies ten
shillings and threepence per ton.

Mr. Seaddan: All the amendment does
is to insist on the workmen keeping faith
with the eompanies.

The MINTSTER FOR MINES: As I
have said, if the motion 15 binding it is
out -+ order.

Mr. SPEAKER: If the motion is bind-
ing it is not in order, but the motion as
it stands reads as an abstract one.

Mr. Collier: The question at present
under disenssion is an amendment to in-
sert certain words.
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Mr. SPEAKER: I was asked whetber
the motion would be in order if it were
binding and I said it would not be.

Mr, Seaddan: The question before the
House is the amendment, but the Minister
is debating the whole motion.

Mr. Oshorn: I am not at all clear on
the position. There is a motion and an
amendment before the House, are they to
he taken as one motion?

Mr, SPEAKER: The amendment is to
insert the words “and their workmen.”
The member may speak to the amend-
ment if he likes.

Mr, Oshorn: If those words are in-
serted can we spesk to the motion after-
wards?

Mr. SPEAKER: Yes, but the amend-
ment is now before the Bouse.

Amendment put and passed.

Mr, GORDOX : T desire to move a fur-
ther amendment.

Mr. Walker: That cannot be done as
the member has already spoken.

Mr. SPEAKER : Another member ean
move it for him.

Mr. HUDSON: I desire to move a fur-
ther amendment to sirike out the words
“with their workmen” at the end of the
motion.

M. SPEAKER: That is a consequen-
tial amendment upon the previoug one
and is unnecessary.

Mr. OSBORN (Roebourne): I wish
to understand what we are voiting on be-
cause I have not grasped the situation
exactly. I understand that if the metion
is carried with the amendment it binds
the Government for five years to the pres-
ent conditions.

Mr. Walker: It only advises that they
should take that course.

Mr, OSBORN: I say this motion will
be binding in its present form. I have
not the legal knowledge of the member
for Kanowna, but I have a certain am-
ount of common sense which leads me to
thai belief.

Mr, SPEAKER: 1 said that if the
motion were binding in would not be in
arder,

My, Bath: The molion merely expresces
the desirability of a certain course being
taken.
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Mr. SPEAKER: So far as I am con-
cerned it is an abstraet meotion, but as T
bave said, if it is binding, it is out of
order.

Mr. OSBORN: I still think that the
resolution is binding on the Government.

Mr. Seaddan: Get on with your speech.

Mr. OSBORN: I am reading through
the motion again in order to try and thor-
oughly understand it. If members of the
Opposition do not interfere with me T
will continue.

Mr. Bath: Is the mewber in order in
discussing the members of the Opposition?

Mr. SPEAKER: The member must
confine himself to the motion.

Mr. OSBORN : I still thick this motion
is a direction to the Government to eon-
tinne the agreement already_entered into.
The Speaker has not ruled on that point.
He says if it is a direction it is not in
order. Under the motion the Government
will have to continue the existing condi-
tions. I eannot guite understand the ad-
vacaey of the members of the Opposi-
tion in this matter, for they are endeav-
ouring to bind the country to what 1 have
heard referred to on several occasions
a5 a great monopoly. If the conntry has
ussisted these companies for the last
three years and if that assistance has fos-
tered the industry to such an extent that
it i3 in a flourishing sfate to-day, and
supports itself, T eannot understand mem-
bers of the Opposition advocating that
the companies should be further assisted
from the revenues of the State. We have
heard 2 great deal about monopolies in
certain industries and I hope the House
will not approve of assisting companies
supposed to be in a flourishing condition.
While T am prepared to give all reason-
able assistance to all Joeal industries, no
matter from what source they come, still
when I eonsider those industries bave ar-
rived at a stage when they are able to look
after themselves. the State has no right
to continue that assistanee, but shonld look
for some other industries to which the as-
sistance wonld be of much value. T hope
by this motion we are not giving a direc-
tion to the Government to assist further
these flourishing companies. It appears
by the remarks of members on both sides
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that the coal mining industry has ad-
vanced verv rapidiy of late.

Mr. George: That is owing te the
strike.

Mr, OSBORN: Apart from that alto-
wether,  We heard months before the
strike oceurred that the coal trade was
in a very flourishing state. Members of
the Government have referred fo the fact
that the coal mines are a credit to the
State, have made wonderful strides
and are in a flourishing state fo-day;
such being the case the taxpayers should
not be called upon to pay into Consoli-
dated Revenue money for the benefit of
the proprietors of the coal mines. T hope
the motion will not be agreed to. Al-
thongh perhaps it might be said that the
motion is not a direction to the Govern-
menf, still we all know what will happen
if the instruetions embodied in this mo-
tion are not carried out,

Mr. George: There will be another de-
hate.

Mr. OSBORN: And perhaps a Royal
Commission would be appointed which
wonld run this couniry into thousands of
ponnds expense. Putlting aside the view
that it is not a motion of direction we
know what it will mean if the motion
is carried; however, my opipion is that it
is undoubiedly a direction to the Govern-
ment even if it is not binding. Tt is a
very serious thing indeed for the Honse
to attempt to step in and, without giving
any consideration fo it at all, direct the
Ministry in this matter. If we are fo
entrust Ministers with the administration
of the Siate, surely we ecan entrust them
in respeet to a question like this of Cotlie
coal. Their aclions in the past have
shown that they are in sympathy with the
industry;  wyet now, without any eause
whatever. the hon. member bripgs this
motion forward dirveeting that the Gov-
ernment shonld further continue the
agreement for five vears. It has heen
said that the agreemenl contains a pro-
teective clause; but a protective clause
would not he of mueh use if the men de-
eided to go to the Arbitration Court. It
will tie the Government, if not legally,
at all events morally: buf the men wou'd
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not worry about earrying out the wishes
of the House.

Mr. George: Fqually as muceh as the
employers.

Mr, OSBORN: I say they would do
nothing of the kind. Some hon. members
say it is not a direction to the Govern-
ment, but I say it is a direetion, and I
say also that the men should be made to
fulfil their part of it.

Mr. Bolton: I desire to ask if the hon.
member is in order in his repetition. See-
ing that the hon. member does not know
any betier, I think it would be as well
that he should be informed.

Mr. SPEAKER: The hor. member is
eertainly not in order in repeating him-
self.

Mr. OSBORN: If there has been any
repetition it was caused by the repeated
interjections of hon. members. However,
what I wish to impress npon the House
is the fact that 1 consider the motion to
be a direction to the Government. I
hope it will be rejected. We have heard
various accounts of the effect it would
bave upon the bunkering trade at Fre-
mantle; but there seems to be a differ-
ence of opinion in this respect, and that
being so I think it would be better to
leave it in the hands of the Government,
for the Governinent would then he free
to make the best possible arrangement.

Mr. FOULKES (Claremont}: The
hon. member for East Fremantle referred
to the necessity for imposing wharfage
fees on coal from other countries, and
more particularly on that from the Kast-
ern States. T had hoped, and indeed T
still hope tov hear something from the
Minister for Mines and also from the
Minister for Works in respeet to this
suggrestion. They might reasonably tell
us whether, i their opinion, it would be
a good policy to pursue. We are all
anxious to see that every encouragement
is given to the Collie coal industry, and
if that industry has to compete against
the collieries of the Eastern States, the
people controlling the industry will have
a very difficult problem before them.
The Harbour Trust have to earn an enor-
mous amount of revenue in order to pay
interest on the capital eost of expendi-
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ture; and not only that, but I venture 10
predict that in foture years it will he
burdened also with the interest on the
dock to be consiructed at Fremantle.

Mr. Hudson: Are the hon, member's
remarks relevant to the subjeet of the
motion?

Mr., SPEAKER: The Fremantle dock
has nothing to do with the motion.

Mr. FOULKES: Perhaps I was wrong
in mentioning the Fremantle dock; I was
merely pointing out that in view of the
revenue it is necessary for the Fremantle
Harbour Trust to eollect, it seems to me
strange that the Trust should negleot to
increase their receipts by the imposition
of wharfage dues on coal from other
countries. I do not profess to know very
much about the working of this Collie
industry; all that I am anxious to do is
to see tbat no injustice shall be inflieted
upon the revenue of the Harbour Trust
at Fremantle. 1f we had some announce-
ment as to the intention of the (Govern-
ment in respect to fees imposed by the
Harbour Trust it would help us to come
to a conclusion on this motion. On the
face of it the effeet of the motion would
be of considerable value to the Collie coal
industry, but I do not know that, stand-
ing by itself, the motion is likely Lo be of
sufficient assistance in that respeet. I
should like the Minister to consider the
suggestion brought forward by the mem-
ber for East Fremantle as to whether the
time has not arrived when we should take
steps for imposing wharfage fees on coal
arriving from overseas. It would be of
considerable benefit to the Collie coal in-
dustry if that were done, and I would
ask the Minister sericusly to consider the
suggestion made.

(Sitting suspended from 6.15 io 7.30
pm.)

The PREMIER (Hon. N. J. Moore):
The motion in its present form to an ex-
tent binds the hands of the Government,
because not only does it deal with the
ruestion of the price, but under the ex-
isting agreement there is a certain alloca-
tion made to each of the mines, whereas
sinee the agreement was made certain new
mines have been opened up and tbe new
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pits have been told that in the case of
making a new agreement or any exten-
ston after the expiration of the present
period their claims for a certain propor-
lion of the allocation of the Govern-
ment’s order would receive consideration.
That is a featnre that would necessarily
have to be taken into consideration at
the expiration of the present agreement.
The treatment the Collie coal industry
has received in the past is the best in-
dication the House ean have that sympa-
thetic consideration has heen given to the
coal trade, and that there bas been a de-
sire to foster the industry. At the same
time members will recognise it is desir-
able the Government should have a free
hand to some extent in connection with
an agreement of this kind or any exten-
tension of any agreement. I am pre-
pared to approve of the first pertion of
the motion, that which reads—

“That it is advisable in the best in-
terests of the State, and the stabilitv
of the ‘hunkering trade’ in connection
with the Collie coal-mining industry,
that the decision of the Governmens in
February, 1908, fixing an equitable
price per ton (with an attendant slid-
ing-seaie) for Collie eoal in proportion
to the imported Newecastle coal, be ex-
tended.”

1 understand it is impossible to amend
the motion, otherwise I would bhave wrve-
ferred earlier to bave moved to delete the
latter portion, but if the homn. member
would withdraw his motion I e¢an give
him an assurance that the Governmenc
will favourably consider the question of
exfending the present agreement. At the
same time it may be necessary for the
Government in connection with the allo-
cation of any future orders to consider
the claims of those new pits sinee opened
up. It iz neeessary that we should
have a free hand to some extent,
becanse while at present the Gov-
ernment order forms the higger pro-
portion of the output from Coliie, at
the same time if the bunkering trade is
fairly well established it may mean thai
the Government order will be only a
small percentage of the total output.
Thix is why I am anxious we should to
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some extent have a free hand in regard
to the allocation at the expiration of the
present agreement. I think the desire of
the hon. member is to practically get an
assurance from the House that the pre-
sent agreement that has run so smoatbly
shall if possible be extended, and I think
his wishes will be met to that extent by
carrving the first part of the motion
I bave read.

Mr. A, A, WILSON (in reply): I am
pleased at the assurance given by the
Premier, but I would ask for an exten-
sion of that assurance for two or ‘hree
years. If the agreement be extended for
two or three years, I would be only ton
pleased to accept the suggestion and
withdraw my motion. I do this in order
that we shall at least have some period of
stability.

The PREMIER: The same argument
wonld apply. The hon. member can rest
assured from past aetions in regord te

_this industry that the Government desire

to have that stability. That is proof why
they should not be haund to any partien-
lar time.

Mr. A, A, WILSON: Very well, T ac-
eept the nssurance of the Premier and,
with the consent of the House. T beg leave
to withdraw my motion.

Motion by leave withdrawn.

MOTION—BORING, NORTH-WEST.
Mr. OSBORN (Roebourne) moved—
That in the opinion of this House it
would be in the best interest of the
State that the Mines Department should
undestake deep boring in the Roebourne
and Onslow districls to test the country
for mingrals and other deposits.
He said: T do not wish it to be under-
stood that it is not recognised that the
Government are doiny and have done a
comsiderable amount of gnod by putting
down bore wells for the canvenience of
the prospectors in the North. At the
same time there are other aspects of the
question. Some years ago the Govern-
ment put down a bore at Onslow 1,500
or 1,600 feet, T think, but it was not sue-
cessful. not becaunse the prospects were
not gnnd, but because of some error nf
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Jjudgment. The bore was discminucd
just at that juncture when bad it been
continued most likely it would have re-
sulted in some very good diseoveries.

Mr. O’Loghlen: What were they boring
for?

Mr. OSBORN: For water and for coal.
There were two objects in view. They
were prospeeting the eouniry just there
because there was an idea that coal ex-
isted somewhere in the locality.  Also
Onslow bad and still has no water supply,
and the Government decided to put down
a hore, and that bore showed very good
indications indeed at the point at which
they ceased. The operations had to be
discontinued becanse of some error in
judgment in regard to the easing.

Mr. Underwood: What formation were
they in?

Mr. OSBORN: I do not confess to
having any knowledge of the indications
in that direction exeept that the report
went to show there were good indications
of coal. Water was not reached, though
there was every helief water would have
been veached had they not had the mis-
fortune to make some mistake in regard
to the casing. Since then the Government
have been boring at Port Hedland for
water, That has also been unsatisfactory,
but still T think we shonld not be dis-
heartened; I think it is quite right and
proper that further investigation should
be made in that direetion. -There has
been a considerable amount of money
spent in other portions of the State in
prospecting both for water and minerals,
and we can see no reason in the North
why further extension shonld not he made
in the North to further test it for minerals
and other deposits that mwight exist. In
face of the fact that ecertain reports are
not favourable as to the existence of
artesian water, T think we might have
some hope of doing good by assisting the
district in the direction T indicate, T can
see no reason why we should not earry
out this work when we have indications
and prospects of verv sueeessful results.
I have no intention of confining opera-
tions to Roebourne and Onslow in par-
ticlar. T would have preferred the in-
elusion of the Pilbara and Ashburton
goldfields, The whole of the area should
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e jaospected, and 1 am sure the Miues
Departitent, if they nndertake any work
in this direction, will certainly select the
point in the district they think most
likely to give any resnlts. Though [ con-
fine the motion to Roebourne and Onslow,
vet | am quite certain the department
would use its diseretion as to whether it
would confine its endeavours to those par-
ticular districts, or whether it would po
over the whole field and endeavour to test
it downwards as well as upwards.

Mr, GORDON (Cauning): 1 secoud
the maotion,

The MINISTER ¥OR MINES (Hon.
H. Gregory): I regret that I cannot ap-
prove of the motion and I hope the hon-
ourable member will withdraw it. What
he is asking for is that we should initiate
a system of deep boring in the North-
West for the purpose of searehing for
minerals, To undertake a means of pros-
pecting in new country by boring would
be an exceedingly unwise and exceed-
inglv expensive policy. Boring for coal,
where there are large deposits extending
over a econsiderable area. ecan nsually he
earrted out with suecess, but to endeavour
to prospect for gold or silver, or copper,
or tin lodes. wonld be a syvstem of blind
stabbing, and (he resnlt would be rhat
probably there would be more harm than
good done by earrying on operations of
that sort, Moreover, it would he very ex-
pensive to endeavour to earry on pros-
pecting by such means. T am quite in
aceord with the hon. member that if
anv well-defined scheme can be brought
forward it wounld veceive every eonsidera-
tion and assistance from the Government,
but to encourage a system of bhoring with-
ont having a special recommendalion
from the Geological Department of a re-
port that such operations would be likely
to lead to success, would certainly be
disasirous from a prospecting point of

view, and very expensive. When the
motion first appeared on the Notice

Paper T abtained a report from the Geo-
logieal Department so as to ascertain
their opinion on the matter, and they con-
sidered it would be a most unwise policy
to adopt. There are certain places in the
North-West where boring operations
might he suecessfuliy wndertaken. I
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have been urging that in one place es-
pecially boring operations should be tried,
with a view of endeavouring to locate
certain lodes. To adopt this system gen-
arally, either in the North-West or in any
other part of the State, except in special
cireamstances, would be making a very
great mistake. Recently we have bad a
little boring done at Leonora and Mount
Morgans. Loecal syndicaies assisted by
the Government carried on boring opera-
tions. At Leonora they furned out a
great failure, but at Mount Morgans they
were successful in loeating a eouple of
lodes, one of which went over 1ldwts,
This will probably prove of very great
value to that distriet. YWhere well-defined
lodes are known to exist, and with a
konowledge of likely values, boring opera-
tions mighi be made suecessfully. If we
adopted the prineiple we might easily
cause great trouble, for eertain small rich
shonts might be discovered, they would in-
duce a large expenditure, and the pro-
perty might turn out a duffer. In con-
nection with surface prospeeting, the ini-
tial prospecting, I very much prefer the
sinking of a shaft, for if any indications
are established il is so casy then fo follow
them up. whereas it is absolutely impos-
sible to do that with a diamond drill, We
have siven a little nssistance in eonneetion
with some silver lead shows in the Ons-
low distriet. Very great expense was ce-
casinned theve in getting the lead ore to
the coast and on the hoats. This, with
the beavy cost of shipment, militated
against the successful carrving on of the
industry. We are giving a bonus. in-
crensing it as the price of lead voes down
and decreasing it as the price goes up.
We have heen able by this means to give
assistance to people who have heen strug-
gling with lead mines in the Onslow dis-
trict. [If the hon, member ean hring for-
ward suggestions to assist the copper in-
dustry at Roebourne T will see if anv-
thing ean be done with a view of amain
bringing those mines into prominence. To
agree to a motion like this. when it wonld
mean the expenditure of an enormous
sum of money, would be a hiz mistake,
espectally when il is not recommended by
the Geological Department, Tt is pointed
out by the officers of that department
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that it would be almost impossible to en-
deavour to prospect by that means.
Therefore I would ask the hon. member
to withdraw, assuring him at the same
time that if he ean bring forward any-
thine with some fair show of success,
towards building up the industry, T will
have a report made upon the proposal by
the officers of the department, and if
their reennumendations are favourable I
will do what T ean to have them carried
into effect.

Mr. SWAN (North Perth): I eannot
miss this opportunity of congratulating
the Minister, for I do not often feel dis-
nosed that way, hut on this oceasion he is
to he comgratulated on the way he has re-
ceived the proposition. I am as anxious
as anyone to assist that particular distriet.
So far as Roehourne is concerned T do not
knew a great deal about it, but as far as
the Ashburton is eoncerned—which is the
loeality particularly dealt with by the
motion--the proposition is a manifest
absurdity. Ilad the hon. member pro-
posed to take steps to supply Obnslow with
a satisfactory water supply he would have
had venthusiastie support from me, but
it wonld be absolutely hopeless to attempt
to do anything in the way of boring for
minerals in the vieinity of Onslow. Some-
thing might yet he done in the way of
enconraging the mining industry further
np the Ashhorton, where I helieve there
are prospects of very good development,
not only in rezard to gold, but also as to
copper and lead, The department might
wive nssistance for that purpose, There
is an absolute need for something in the
wav of providing Onslow with a water
supply. As the hon, member’s iotion
does not propose anything of the sort T
cannont see that it is of very mnch use. An
attempt bas been made to get water there
by boring but it has been a failure. I
would recommend to the member for Roe-
bourne that in bringing forward matters
in the interests of his cobostituency, he
should endeavour to get the loeal mov-

erning hodies in his electorate to take
him into their confidence.

Mr. George: Don’t they?

Mr, SWAN: I think not. I hope the

member will give further eonsideration to
the needs of hiz distriet and will endeav-
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our to have some assistance given to the
wining industry further up the Ashbur-
ton, rather than in the immediate locality
of Onslow.

Debate interrupted by Standing Order
214.

BILL—WORKERS' COMPENSATION
ACT AMENDMENT,

In Commitive.

Mr, Daglish in the Chair; Mr. Hudson
in ¢harge of the Bill.

Clause l—agreed to.

Clanse 2— Amendment
Edward VIIL, No. 5, 8. 2:

Mr. BUTCHER moved an
ment -~

That paragraph (a) be struck out.

The original definitions in the prineipal
Act were sufficienl, without the additon
of these.

Mr. HUDSON: Taking the Bill as a
whole, and if it be carried these defini-
tions wonld be no longer necessary. Un-
der the circumstanees, it would be as
well if that part of the clause were al-
lowed to pass, and later on it might be
recommitted.  Certainly, the inclusion
there was necessary if the Bill was to be
be a Bill

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Per-
haps the hon. member in charge of the
Bill would explain, if these definitions
“engineering work” and “factory,” even
if they remained in the Bill, what injury

of 1 and 2

amend-

they would do to the Bill. The worst
that could happen would be that thev
would be mere surplusage.  The hon.

nemher was not yet aware whether the
proposals he outlined in this measure
were yroing to be earried. They were pro-
pasals of a highly controversial charae-
ter, and it would be time enongh to alter
the definition when the Committee had
altered the main principle of the existing
legislation.  The hon. member would
have au opportunity later on of earrying
out his suggestion. In the meantime no
harm eould be done by allowing the defin-
itions to remain.

Mr. HUDSON: The paragraph might
be allowed to pass, and the clause could
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be recommitted if necessary. If the defi-
nitions were struek out it might not be
possible to go back and secure their re-
insertion on recommittal,

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: There
was absolutely nothing to prevent the hon,
member if the salient portions of the
Bill were carried to recommit the meas-
ure. At the present time he was moving
what would bhecome a consequential
amendment before it bad become conse-
quential,

Mr. Walker: Postpone it.

Mr. HUDSON: That is what T have
asked for.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: The
hon. member might explain what the full
scope of the Bill would be when these
words were deleted. The Committes ought
to take action now with regard to the
matter,

Mr. HUDSON: The Chairman might
inform the Committee whether if the
clause were struck out it eould be rein-
serted on recommittal.

The CHAIRMAN: Yes.

Amendment put and passed.

Mr. BUTCHER sngwested that in lines
5 and 6 of paragrvaph (b} the words “or
in any proelamation under this Aet,”
might be struck out. The Committee
would then have before them the diseases
mentioned in the schiedule, and those dis-
eases anly. It wonld be unwise to have
any other diseases thal might be brought
in execepting those which were specified in
the sehedule.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: The
hon. memher was endeavouring to add to
the Schedule the very diseases which
might be contracted from the nature of a
man’s employment, and he had taken it
for granted that the Committee would
agree to the ailments silicosis and anthra-
cosis being included and compensation
being paid. When the Bill was before the
House on its second reading he (the Min-
ister for Mines) pointed out that it would
be unwise for the House to introduce leg-
islation of that kind without giving it
serious consderation. He would like to
test the feeling of the Committee whether
members wonld be justified in inclading
in a measure of this sort provision for the
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payment of compensation to any person
who might contract silicosis and anthra-
cosis while employed in a mine. It wounld
be as well to secure the opinion of the
Commitiee, and if the Committee affirmed
the desirability of doing so, a good deal
of time would be saved. In connection
with this matter the hon. member desired
to bring in legislation similar to that in-
troduced last year in New Zealand, and
somewhat similar to the legislation intro-
duced in the ald country.

Mr. Bath: Tt is law in the old coun-
try.
The CHAIRMAN : Would the Minister
submit his amendment to the Committee?

The MINISTER FOR MINES moved
an amendment—

That all the words after “employ-
ment,” in line 4 of paragraph (b} be
struck out,

We should look to New Zealand for the
result which had followed the passing of
their legislation, and also what would be
the probable effect of such legislation
being passed here.  In his second reading
speech on the Bill he had explained to
the House what Lad oceurred in New Zea-
land. The hon. member was then kind
enongh to say that he (the Minister) was

aeting on behalf of the Chamber of
Mines,

The CHATRMAN: The hon. mewmber
must not traverse second reading
speeches.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: It was
known what had resulted in New Zealand
from the passing of this legislation.

Mr. Angwin: What are they doing in
Epgland?

The MINISTER FOR MINES: There
was a very great difference in the system
employed in the old country as compared
with the system out here. There was a
great difference also in the elasses of em-
ployment.

Mr. Swan: The results are the same;
they just die.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: Hon.
members should consider what the effect
of the provisien would be. Tt would
probably do more injury to the workers
than if we were to take a negative ac-
tion. Certainly if it were to be passed,
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the insurance companies, even if they did
agree to insure, would demand that the
miner should pass a medical examination.
As in New Zealand, the miners would re-
fuse to undergo the examination, and a
large number of them would be thrown
ont of emplovment. No provision bad
been made for this contingeney.  The
hon. member had stated that under the
Mines Regulation Act he (the Min-
ister) had power to prevent the
employment in the mine of persons
who were suffering  from  tubereu-
losis; certainly the power was there to
make such regulations, but not to eause
an examination. and unless Parliament,
by resolution, gave explicit instruetions
on the point he would not frame a regu-
lation which would probably throw a
larae number of persons out of employ-
ment—except, indeed, he were able to
make proper provision for them.

Mr. Bath: That is an excellent reason
why it should not have been inecluded in
the Act.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: The
reason why the provision bhad been in-
clnded in the Aet was that at the time
there had been a lot of ankylostomiasis
discovered in Western Auvstralia. This,
of ecowrse, was a disease due to dirty and
insanitary conditions and, therefore, was
preventable.

Mr. Bath: This, also, is preventable.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: Tuber-
culosis was preventable only if one agreed
to place oneself in a glass case.  One
could never tell where tubereulosis was
lying about. This proposed provision, if
agreed to, would cause an enormous
amount of trouble. Of course hon. mem-
bers who never employed anybody did
not mind. We wanted to feel satisfied
that injury to a large number of persons
wounld not follow the passing of the pro-
vision, If was certain that all persons
guffering from silicosis and anthracosis
would lose their employment. If passed,
the provision would certainly give a great
deal of work to the lawyers. If it were
to be admitted that sickmess should be
made a portion of the right to elaim com-
pensation, why should it be made to ap-
ply to the mining industry alone—why
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should it not be extended to a number of
other industries? Then, again, a preat
deal depended on the mine in which &
person was employed. Recently Dr. Ellis
had told him that livipg on the surface
close to the dumps at Bonnievale was
more dangerous, so far as silicosis was
eoncerned, than worling in the depths of
the Kalgoorlie mines. What was re-
quired was that some national seheme
shonld bLe evolved under which the
worker could pay his guota on similar
lines to those adopted in Germany. Then
all workers who had subseribed to the
fund would be able (0 get eompensation
from the general fund withont there be.
ing any taint of dependency about it, and
the scheme eonld be made to apply to all
elasses of the community.

Mr. HUDSON: The Minister bad sug-
gested that the miners did not contribute
to any compensation that might be Je-
manded on account of an accident. That
was not quite ¢nrrect, becanse there were
funds in the union and in other socielies
to which the miner contributed and from
whiech he gained a benefit in the case of
accident. With regard lo the extension
of the provisions of the Bill in respect to
diseases bheyond those arising from the
oecupation of mining he wounld he ¢nite
willing, and indeed glad, to accept from
the Minister an addition to the sebedule.
On the other hand, so far as he knew
there was not in the State any partieular
indusiry other than mining which it was
desired should be ineluded in the provi-
sions of the Bill. The Minister had gune
thronch the usual platitudes as to the
probable result of the passing of the
measure. The Minister had said that il
woull lead to unemployment, and that it
wonld mean the dismissal of a large num-
ber of men. The Minister might also
have gone so far as to say that it would
mean the elosing up of all the mines in
Western Aunsiralia.

The Minister for Mines:
thing of the sort.

Mr. HTNSON: There did not seem to
he any real reason urged against the pro-
vision for the inclusion of diseases as 2
elass of injury. A great deal had been
said in the papers recently in regard to

T said oo-
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what was known as the white death among
the miners on the goldfields. To include
this provision was made in the Bill
Provision was made for the extension of
the schedule by proclamation, and the
Minister need have no fear in that direc-
tion.

Mr. WALKER: One had a feeling of
pain as the Minister pointed out the ob-
jections to the elause. The Minister
¢laimed that men working in the mines
would receive dismissal. Why was that¥
Because they were inflicted with some
form of diseaxe contracied hy mining,
and which was liable to be inereased by
working in the mines. If that were so
the ore necessary it was to insist npon
the claunse, beecause if it were possible
that those employing men were employing
those who mipht be dying; it was a sad
state of affairs and should be stopped. If
it would preserve the lives of men by
preventing them from finding employ-
ment that was killing them, the sooner
this measure was brought in the better.
The essence of the clanse was humani-
farian, Tt showed a sense of brotherhood
for all those who had to toil for their
bread and buiter, and it showed a desire
to proteet them from the wrongs which in
the ereed of life they were oblized to en-
vounter, The Minister said there was
some little disturbance about men refusing
in he examined in New Zealand. Could
we helieve this as a serious argument, that
men wanting work, with families depend-
ent an them, would decline the ordeal of
vefting a certifieate from a doetor if that
was all that stood between idleness and
obtaining a livelihood ?

The Minister for Mines:
body of miners refused.

Mr. WALKER: Then, it must have
been a protest for the way this was
forced upon them. It was only hecause
they felt lhat the employers determined
to take n strong hand over their men as
a protest against this kind of legislation.

The Minister for Mines: The insurance
cormnpanies demanded the examination.

Mr. WALKER: The insurance eom-
panies were ton fond of ecash to refuse
money for insuring people. The sus-
picion one feared was, not that the men

The whole
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would rot be examined, not that the insur-
ance companies would not aceept the risk,
bat that the examination would give such
a revelation as to the amount of disease
and death occasioned by this particular
kind of employment that it would startle
the whole State. TUnderneath the earth,
down in those shafts and workings, there
were men to-day carrying death in theiy
I'reasts. The Bill would stop that. The
examination by the insurance eomparies
would show it, The need for preserving
the lives of these men would become con-
spicuous, Not only did these men have
disease playing havoc in their own lives,
bat they were becoming the disseminators
of the disease among their fellow work-
men; and in the name of the health of
the whole community the clause should
stand as drafted. What argument could
one adduce that the diseases mentioned
in the sehedule were peculiar to mining
work? What objection could there be to
that? As the member in charge of the
Bill rightly pointed out, the Minister
might find people suffering in other em-
ployments. If so, the Government could
add to the schedule. The clanse sug-
gested the possibility of that. Its word-
ing was that there should be eompensation
for injury to health or loss of life from
a disease mentioned in the schedule or in
any proclamation under the Aetf.

Mr. Heitmann: That is just what the
Minister wants; be wants to proeclaim
other industries.

Mr. WALKER: That was very desir-
able. If there was any other work in any
factory that generated any disease
through working a particular kind of ma-
terial we should have it proclaimed.
Science in respect to the discovery of par-
ticular germs was only in its infaney,
and it was safe Lo prophesy there would
be diseases catalogned by and by of
which we had no knowledge now, and it
was necessary to have proteetion against
{hese partieular disenses, so that when
they were discovered and named they
couald he proclaimed and added to the list
of dangerons diseases. We were legis-
lating not to safeguard pockets, but te
safeguard haman lives, and not to Hmit
or restrain the operations of the mea-
sure. Thiz kind of legisiation was of
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recent origin. It was found beneficial in
thousands of cases, and its operations
were 8o valuable in a limited circle that
it was desired to estend them to a wider
field. All that was said against this ex-
tension now proposed was said with much
more fire against the first step in this
direction and against any extensions al-
ready made, and no doubt the arguments
used to-night in opposition to the ¢lanse
wonld be found just as futile and value-
less as those put forward against passing
measures of this kind in the past. He
sincerely hoped that the huamanitarian
sense of members would speak in the
measure and that members would con-
sider their fellow creatures who were
making the eountry richer, and whoge lot
in bringing wealth from the bowels of
the earth was to get enough to live with
and scarcely enongh for their burials at
their deaths. .

The PREMIER desired to disabuse the
minds of some members. Apparently
they were under the impression that the
matter had not reeeived every considera-
tion at the hands of the Minister for
Mines.

Mr. Seaddan: Oh! Tt has,

The PREMIER: The question of
miners’ disease had been brought under
his (the Premier’s) notice more promi-
nently during the last month or two than
previously. Owing to the fact that he
had not been associated with the mining
industry to any large extent he had not
been able to realise the seriousness of the
disease, hut during the last few weeks he
had received numerons resolutions from
various bodies and public meetings in
different parts of the State to the effect
that it was desirous that the Government
should take early steps to have an in-
quiry into this dread disease, with the ob-
jeet of ascertaining the proper methods
to arrest its progress to some extent. The
member for Cue had also taken a great
interest in the question, and on more than
one occasion had drawn his (the Pre-
mier's) attention to the need for action
being taken. As a matter of fact, owing
ta a reference made by that hon. member
during last session, certain innuiries were
conducted at the Great Fingal mine. Tt
was necessary that some inquiry should
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be made in connection with this matter,
but whether this Bill would tend in the
direction of securing inquiry he was not
eonvineed. .

Mr. Hudson: It will provide an im-
mediate remedy.

The PREMIER: It would not arrest
the progress of the disease but would
provide compensation in the event of in-
jury as a result of the disease being econ-
tracted by men working in the mines.
The preventive application was due to
the faet that provision was made for
medieal examination.

Mr. Hudson: There would be greater
eare exercised.

The PREMIER: The employers would
see that the men employed by them ware
in a perfect state of health. They
would not take the risk of having to pay
a substantial sum for compensation. The
operation of a similar Aet was not a sne-
cess in New Zealand. and the Government
there had intimated their ntentivi to
bring down a measure to repeal the elanse
providing for compulsory medical ex-
amination.

Mr. Hudson: They are not doing away
with what we want.

The PREMIER: Sir Joseph Ward in-
tended to repeal the clause. This matter
had bheen discussed by tbe Government,
but as to what form the inquiry should
take had not been absolutely deeided yet.
In order that the Committee might know
that the Minister for Mines had taken a
considerable amount of interest in this
question, and that the matter was receiv-
ing serions attention, he might state that
quite recently in a minute to the Under
Secretary for Mines the Minister siated
that it was neeessary that a most complete
investigation on the question should take
place, and that the fullest power should
be given to any investigating committee
who might deal with the question to com-
pel the attendance of witnesses and take
evidence on oath. Therefore a TRoyal
Commission was neecessary, and no fime
should be lost in making the necessary
arrangements for this bheing done. The
Minister added that there was mo doubt
about the danger of allowing econsump-
tives to work in mines, that there was a
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certain amount of silicosis which we
might be able to minimise by preventive
methods, and that suggestions should he
made as to alleviating the eondition of
those who bad already contraeted the
disease. At a reecent meeting of Cabind
the Minister for Mines was requested 1o
make recommendations with a view to in-
stituting an inquiry. The Minpister had
consulted several of his officers and wih
officers of the Medical Department oa the
matter. Probably the discussion to-night
might lead to suggestions being made ns
to the scope of the inquiry and the
personnel of the commission, and the pru-
per methods that should be adopted in
order to obtain by inguiry some aunthori-
tative information so that the matter
could be dealt with. The question was 2
very important one, and he would like fo
emphasise the point that it did not neces-
sarily follow that ‘because some memburs
might be opposed to certain elanses of
the Bill they were not acinated by the
same humanitarian prineiples as those
members advocating the passage of the
measure as printed. The Government
desired to obtain the fullest information
on the question, and fo-night should pro-
vide an opportunity for suggestions by
members who, by virtue of their close as-
sociation with the industry, had praectical
knowledge. Those snggestions might be
adopted when the question of appainting
a commission to inguire inte this par-
tienlar disease was under consideralion.

Mr. BATH: The question as to the
investigation concerning the prevalence of
miner’s eomplaint or tuberenlosis was en-
tirely foreiem to the clause. As a mat-
ter of faet that proposal would deal with
those who had already contracted the dis-
sease, and“to a lesser degree to exercise
preventive methods against others con-
tracting it. In the clause provision was
made for compensation to be paid to
those who by nature of their employment
were subjected to this disease, just as
under the Workers' Compensation Aet we
made provision for those who met wilth
accidents during their employment.. TIn
providing the clause we were in a very
great measure preventing workers from
being snbjected to the risk of contracting
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the disease simply beeause it was a form
of insurance by which the employers ex-
ercised greater care than they might if the
clause did not exist. There was no very
great difference, except in a matter of de-
gree, between the industrial conditions in
the old couniry and those in Australia.
The employments were the same except
that we had not the same number em-
ployed here as there, but the eonditions
were similar. In England this provision
had been inserted in an Aet of Parlia-
wment, not in a hasty manner but ufter
proper consideration. That Aet was the
result of a report by a Commission which
spent a considerable time in investigating
this subject of diseases contracted by per-
sons following certain employments.

The Premier: Would not the same re-
sult be obtained by an address from hoth
Houses asking for a proclamation in so
far as this disease was concerned?

Mr. BATH: We were discussing now
a method of securing relief with a degree
of certainty, whereas the other system was
only problematical. The figures for 1903
as to the amount of compensation paid
under the English Act of 1906 showed
that the amount of compensation for in-
dustrial diseases was only small propor-
tionately to the amount paid for indus-
trial accidents. That was according to
the report as to the operation of the Aet
in 1908. The reason the amount was not
great was that the existence of the section
in the English Act had acted as a warn-
ing to employers. They had taken greater
precantion and exercised greater eare in
regard to those peculiar conditions whieh
subjected workers to this disease, and that
would be the result here if the clanse were
carried.

The Premier : Is the care exercised
both as to the conditions of working and
the state of health of the men employed?

Mr. BATH: Care as to the conditions
of employment by better ventilation and
more supervision. What the employer
really said to himself was “I will have to
pay if the workers in my employment
through my neglect contraet this disease,
and rather than pay I will exercise greater
care.” The argument that men would be
turned ont of emplovment because thex
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suffered from the disease had been nused
against every Workers’ Compensation
Bill. Exactly the same argument was
used by clergymen when Robert Owen
agitated for the first Factories Aet. They
said that the youngsters employed in the
factories wonld take to iramoral ways if
they were not employed for 12 or 14
hours a day. Experience had shown that
there had been a material improvement
owing to this legislation, and the terrible
ealamities prophesied had not arisen.
To-day the move was in the direetion of
giving greater proteclion.  Quite apart
from the necessity for the eclause it was
desirable that an investigation into phthi-
sis and tuberculosis should be prosecuted.
That however had no c¢onnection with the
elause.

My, HEITMANN: As a means of deal-
ing with the whole question of tuberculosis
and miners’ phthisis the clause was not
snfticient. By drawing attention to the
matter by causing a dislocation of certain
lines of business, as it would do, and by
foreing the medical examination of min-
ers, it would caunse the serious atlention of
the people of the State to be drawn to the
extraordinary position in which the min-
ers were at the present time. There were
hundreds of eases in this Siate of men
suffering from the terrible disease. It
there were medical inspection of mipers
these men would be prevented from work-
ing below. That appeared to the Minister
to be the chief reason why we should noi
pass the clanse. He seemed to be of
opinion that the ealamity which would
overcome the miners by the fact of several
hundreds being put out of employment,
was sufficient to prevent us from passing
the Bill, bat if it threw every miner out
of work, because they were suffering
from miners’ complaint, he would pass the
measure. It was the duty of the State
to see that the miners, and all other work-
ers, had fair conditions of work, and had
a fair chanee of living out their lives.
Medical inspection would be asked by the
insurance companies, and even though
that would be brought about be would be
prepared to support it because it would
force the hands of the people. It was
certainly a matter that shauld eall for at-
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tention on the part of the Governrment,
and it had to be confessed that the mat-
ter had not received the attention it de-
served. Several times it had been brought
forward, and the statements made had
been deprecatad on every occasion. It
was satisfactory to hear that the Govern-
ment contemplated the appointment of a
Royal Commission to investigate this
question. Personally, he believed he could
make out a fairly good ease for inquiry,
bat he was not prepared to do it in Com-
mittee that evening. If we were to deal
with the matter properly we must first
ensare that every man soffering from lung
trouble whether tubereunlar or non-tnber-
cular was provided with means of susten-
anee for his dependents, and then the
yuestion of the remedy for the evil could
be tackled. Tuberenlosis in miners conld
be prevented. The echief reason for its
evistence was the dust in the nines.
Every inquiry held in varions parts of
the world had shown that the first and
chief faetor was fthe dnst. This dust
conld he prevented in eonnection with
diilling heeause water counld be proenred
in mast mines, and it eould he prevented
also in eonnection with the removal of
quartz in the different parts of the mine,
and by the prevention of the dunst we
would in a short time remedy the ewvil.
Tiere were other factors, but the chief
one was the dost. It wonld be said that
it would eost the companies a good deal
ol money to bring their mines into a
satisfactory state, and he was sorry that
this matter had not been gone into some
five or six years ago when the operations
were not so extensive. He suggested
some five years ago that action should be
taken, and said then that the diffieulty
would be ten times worse than in the deep
wines in Victoria, simply because of the
extensive operations. At the present time
tn force the companies to provide natvral
ventilation would put them to great ex-
pense; but that shounld not be taken into
consideration by the Chamber. The first
consideration shounld be the workmen, and
speaking personally, he eould only ex-
press pleasure that the Government were
going Lo appoint a eommission of inguiry
into the whele guestion.
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The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Every
member of the Committee would gladly
pay a tribute to the humanitarian ob-
jeet which was the motive power at the
baek of the subelanse, but the member in
eharge of the Bill bad searcely explained
with sufficient attention to detail the ne-
eessity for changing the definition nf
“injury,” and had not altogether con-
vineed him that the change was for
the better, or was precisely in the diree-
tion whieh he would himself wish if the
object which he was seeking was to be
attained. Tn the Workers’ Compensation
Aet already in foree there were provi-
sions for eompensating workmen who suf-
fered from injury or disease caused
through the unhealthy nature of their
employment, and in the prineiple Aet in
the definifion of “injury” it was speei-
fically set forth that it meant not anly loss
of life by aeceident, but injury to health,
or loss of life arising out of or conse-
quent upon employment which might he
regarded as dangerous to life. Seeing that
in the existing legislation there had been
adopted eompensation for disease eaused
through emplovment, why should we, at
this stage, depart from the existing Act?
The hon, member might address himself
to that aspect of the question. There was
a strong opinion that there were diseases
whieh workers in a certain class of em-
ployment were especially prone to. If
it was desired that those diseases should
be proclaimed there was nothing to pre-
vent the adoption of that course. If, on
the other hand, it was argued that there
wight be a difficulty in seenring unani-
mity with regard to that proclamation,
and that althongh if might be approved
of by ‘the Commiitee, it might not re-
ceive endorsement elsewhere, then the
same ohjection applied to the Bill before
the Committee, and it was open to the
same objection that the law should not
be amended until it had bheen clearly
shown that the existing law was incapable
of doing that which all wished to have
done, although we might differ as to the
methed of securing some amount of com-
pensation io the workers who had con-

{racted disease in the course of their em-
ployment,
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Mr. HUDSON : The examination of the
definition in the original Act would lead
members to ne other conclusion than that
at the time of the passage of that Aet
the principle of the payment of cow-
pensation in the case of diseases was
affirmed. That bhaving been affirmed the
Attorney Geuneral argued that we shouid
accept it as it was, beeanse there was
quite sufficient power given to the Gov-
ernor-in-Counneil by proclamation to ex-
tend the provisions of the original Act.
The Attorney General algo cownplained
that in introducing the measurve he (Mr.
Hudson) had not heen specifie in chowing
the necessity for the alteration.  The
Attorney General bad shown the neeessity
himself. He pointed ont that in 1902
the Act was passed and power given to
the Governor by proclamation to do what
we were seeking to do in the Bill. It
liad been shown, and il was admitted by
the Premier, that the diseases mentioned
in the sehedule were so prevalent in the
State that it was thought necessary io
appoint a royal commission to inquire
into them. That being the case the time
had arrived when we should take it out of
the hands of the Government and not
leave it to the sweel will of any particu-
jar party who might be in power. The
Committee should pass the eclause and
deal with it as migkt have been done by
the Government under the original Act.
We should do it now and do it in the Bill
before the Committee.

The HONORARY MINISTER: It
was undersiood that the Bill before the
Committee was stmilar fo the measure
passed by the House of Commons in 1806,
but it was to be regretted that the hon.
memher did not inclade Sections 6 and 8
of that Act, and also the second schedule
whereby his proposals would have been
much improved. As it was, if s pro-
posals were passed they would lead to
practically endless litigation, whereas
under the British Aet power was given to
appoint a medical referee to assess dam-
ages, The Committee of the House of

Commons reported that the inelusion of

industrial diseases under the Worlmmen's
Compensation Act led to inereased diffi-
culties in connection with old men finding
and retaining employment. and the diffi-
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culty had grown. He wonld be the last
to wish that eany man who was already
suffering from any of these diseases
should remain out of employment. It
was all very well to say that the men
wonld willingly submit to examination,
but it was known that the experience in
New Zealand was that they declined to
submit themselves, Unless we got these
men medically examined there would be
a difficulty in iosuring. The diseases re-
ferred to in the British Act were speci-
fically connected with a partienlar trade.
The diseases included in the Bilt were
not to be found in the English measure.
Moreover, it was to be remembered that
it would be an extremely difficult matter
to define with any certainty the time at
whieh a man contracted a particular di-
sease; yet if the man was to bhe com-
pensated for sueh disease it would be
necessary to ascertain when first he had
contracted it. Perhaps the hon. member
would tell the Committee how he was
going t0 get over that difficulty. Cer-
tainly some means should be provided
whereby those workers unfortunate
epough to fall vietims to the diseases
specified should reeeive something in the
shape of compensation, hut he objected
to the methods of the Bill. In connection
with the potteries in the old couniry, the
matter had been solved by the formation
of a particular fund, eontributed to both
by masters and men. When any man was
fonnd to be suffering from a disease pe-
culiar {0 potiery work he was compen-
sated from the fund. In Germany they
had a system of compulsory insurance.
He would lend his assistance fo any
scheme of compulsory insarance.  The
Bill would have a tendency to limiting
employmenl, for men who, while out-
wardly they did not appear to be in the
best of health, might, perhaps, easily pass
ihe medieal examination if they would
bui consent to the test. Furthermore, it
would tend to reduce the opportunities
of employment for men who had passed
the prime of life, and who, by reason of
their age, would be more susceptible to
the disease than would those in full vi-
gour,

Mr. GEORGE: The object of the Biil
was landable to a degree. It was only
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right that those who might be injured,
whether by aceident or disease, should be
placed in a position in which they could
receive something to enable them to live
without carrying the stigma of charity.
All would agree with that. The trend of
opinion throughout the world was that
this question of eompensation, and of
looking after those whoe might be injured
in their employment, was a matter rather
for the Btate than for the industry. It
was for the State to look after its sick.
its infirm, and its incapable. The State
was doing it lo-day in respeet to the in-
sane, and in respeet also {o the indigeut
sick. It was only & question of a few
yvears when the State, refusing to tinker
with workers’ compensation measures,
wounld assume the duty of locking after
those who were prevented from earning
an independent livelihood. He did not
like the Bill because, in his opinion, its
provisions would 2ive rise Lo a tremendous
amount of eonfusion, which would be as
detrimental to the interests of those whom
it was desired to serve as of those who
were expected to provide compensation,
The iden that we should have old men’s
homes, and econsumptive sanatorinms
Just as in the old days in the old coun-
try they had the workhouse, was repug-
nanl  to anyone of independent spirit.
If the State were to take up a matter of
this sort 1t would have to place the reci-
pients of the compensation beyond any
possibility of experiencing a feeling of
degradation.

Mr. DRAPER: So far as this partieu-
lar definition of injury was concerned,
no exception counld be taken to the first
portion of it; bnt the seeond portion of
it, namely, that moking reference to di-
seases, would serve to make the Bill un-
workable. For instance, it would e a
most diffienlt matter to state the specified
time at whieh a disease started. We were
all familiar with eases in whieh men had
gradually fallen under some mysterious
iliness whieh was not diagnosed until after
death. How, then, could it be expected
that insidions diseases, such as those re-
ferred to in the sehedule, could he recog-
nised at the first moment of attack. The
last employer was to be made responsible
for the worker; and it was only right
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that there should be someone to whom the
worker would look.

The CHAIRMAN: The hon, member
is wetiing away from the amendment,

Mr. DRAPER: In the eircumstances
he would ask for a little latitude, His
object was to state his reasons for wish-
ing to exeigse a portion of the definition.
The last employer might be a totally in-
nocent party. The disease might not
have heen eoniraeted in his employment,
vet e might have to look to some pre-
vions employer who might be a man of
straw. The employers mighl readily say
that without a wmedical examination or
without a {est hy which they conld gnard
agninst the risk ihey were running an
industry in which they were engaged must
necessavily be hampered. It was rea-
sonable to suppose that if the Bill passed
in its present form a considerable amount
of injury would be done to the mining
industry.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Insiead
of adopting the course of introdueing a
Bill which was of a highly controversial
characler, the member for Dundas could
have achieved his abject more expediti-
ously by moving a motion that an ad-
dress be presented to the Governor ask-
ing that a speeific disease should be pro-
claimed under the existing Act, and pos-
sibly certain wage-earners would have re-
ceived a loaf of bread, whereas now the
only possible object of the hon. member’s
course was to give them nothing more
than a stone.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: The
amendment was moved with the view to
giving members the chance of deciding
whether these diseases should be set out
in the schedule. There was no desire to
injure the definition in the parent Aect.
In regard to the New Zealand legislation
the diseases mentioned in the schedule
were anthrax, lead poisoning, mercurial
poisoning, phosphorous poisening, arseni-
cal poisoning, and pnenmonoconiosis.
Other diseases were to be declared by the
Governor.  Pnenmonoconiosis was the
only one applying to mining, and ac-
cording to a newspaper clipping Sir Jo-
seph Ward bad remarked it was the in-
tention of the Gevernment to repeal the
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portion dealing with that. He (the Min-
ister) held the opinion that we should
not do anything to injure any industry
or persons, and that we should proteet
not only the persons affected by the dis-
eases in this measwre, but also those
affected by diseases or injuries incurred
through following any employment. The
measure before the House appeared to
be more a Bill to assist lawyers instead
of employees. Al any rale, silicosis was
a disease of gradual growth, and might
take years to develop. The only thing
was that it made one more susceptible to
tubereulosis and phthisis.

Mr. SCADDAN: Tt was a fact, as the
Premier had said, that this matter had
received attention from the Minister for
Mines. It had played so much on the
mind of the Minister that it was doubt-
ful if the Minister had received any depu-
tation on any subject within the last two
months without introducing this matter
it his reply. Daring this month, in reply
to a deputation that waited on him in
connection with the Perseverance fire,
without any reference having been made
to the subject, the Minister dealt with the
guestion of miners' eomplaint.

The CHATRMAN: I am not eclear as
to the relevancy of the hon. member’s re-
marks. o .

Mr, SCADDAN: The reply made to
a deputation that waited on the Premier
of Victoria on this subject was one that
members should have always before them,
especially those members so mueh con-
cerned about the industry and not about
those who made the industry. We
should look after the man while he could
do something for the State and not after
the employer who would use a man until
he was of no further use and then throw
him on the State. e should regard the
6,000 men employed nnderground in the
mines rather than®the £20,000,000 of
dividends that had gone out of the State
to foreign owners of the mines. This
was the reply of the Premier of the sup-
posed conservative Sfate of Vietoria.
He agreed that the request of the depun-
tation was reasonable and that the dis-
ease must be stamped out, and that the
industry would need to be stamped ont
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if it meant death to the men going into
the mines; alse that it was a serions
question, and that be would be against
any man going down a mine and com-
mitting suicide.  The Premier of Vie-
toria also said the cheapest method for
the employer to ensure himself under
tbe provisions of the Bill was to improve
the conditions of work. As usnal in this
State the Chamber of Mines were the
prompters of the Government.
The Pramier: You are wrong.

Mr. SCADDAN: One could read to-
night’s speeeh of the Minister for Mines
almost in toto in the journal of the Cham-
ber of Mines. That Chamber consisted
of individuals who were themselves em-
ployees, though respresenting foreign
capitalists who had never shown any re-
gard for the welfare of the citizens of
the State. The Chamber of Mines had
stated distinetly that matters like this
should be considered in Committee, be-
canse its memhers, as represenfatives of
foreign capitalists, would be in-
clined in public to give views suit-

able fo their employers and not
in line with their own opinions.
That of course was natural. He did not

agree for a moment that the managers
of the mines, on the Golden Mile, or on
other mines really believed it would be
delrimental to the interests of the citizens
that the elause should be passed. That
was not their personal opinion. None
could tell him that the member for Kal-
goorlie helieved that, and he was a mem-
ber of the Chamber of Mines.  That
member recognised that the mining indus-
try had caused the loss of many valuable
lives. For the Government to say now
that they were thinking of the matter was
a means of trying to shelve the guestion.
They appointed a Commission once be-
fore, but what had they done in regard
to the report of the Commission? Now
they proposed to appoint another. Tt
might interest members to koow that in
an artiele in the journal of the Chamber
of Mines there was something about the
attitnde to be adopted by the Govern-
ment. Knowing the Attorney General as
he did, doubtless that gentleman was in-
fluenced in opposing the amendment by
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the standpoint taken by the Chamber
when they said that possibly it would be
interesting for the Government to realise
the fact that they would have to under-
take a similar financial obligation in the
matter. That would be sufficient to in-
duce the Attorney (eneral to oppose an
amendment of this kind. The Honorary
Minister and the Minister for Mines had
said that the miners would object to
medical examination. What evidence had
they that sueh would occur?

The Minister for Mines :
in New Zealand.

Mr. SCADDAN : Against that there
was the action of the miners in Victoria
where the disease was more pronounced.
The Miners’ Assopciation there had a
ballot on the question, not onlv as to
whether they should be medically ex-
amined, but as to whether any per-
gon suffering from miners’ complaint
should be allowed to go underground.
That included the present as well as
the future, and it was carried by a
majority of something like 17 to 1.

The Minister for Mines: ‘They call
it consumption.

Mr. SCADDAN: No, they put it
down as miner’s complaint. The il
ness was exactly the same as the one
existing in Western Australia, and every-
one called it miners’ complaint. The
Chamber of Mines  had also said that
the result of the Bill passing would be
the throwing out of employment of a
number of men who had just reached.
or had just passed, their prime. The
Bill would not have that effect because
that state of affairs already existed in
the mining industry, for, so soon as a
person could not give his pound of
flesh. the Chamber had no time for him,
and when once a man was dismissed
from one mine he could not get on to
another. The members of the Chamber
informed one another as to the abilities
of the men dismissed, and in no case
was & maen taken on who had heen
dropped by someone else. A few elderly
men were employed on the mines. but
very few, and the correctness of that
could be proved by watching the men
who went on shift at the various mines.
It would be seen that they were nearly

The action
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all between the age of 18 and 30. Tm-
mediately miners were over 30 years they
began to show age, owing to the nature
of their calling. He knew many men
not 40 years of age who hed to give up
the calling altogether and were forced
to eke out an existence on the coast.
Any calling that had such an effect
on those employed in the industry shounld
bear the cost of it. If this were not
done, then the mine should be handed
over to the State. If the mining industry
were not worthy of keeping our citizens
in health it was worth nothing to us.
We were inducing immigrants to come
here, but we were giving no consideration
to keeping the citizens of the State
alive. Tn spite of the attitude adopted
by the companies with whom the em-
ployers would insure their workmen,
and in spite of any attitude of the
employer himseli, the clause would
have a very beneficial effect. Even
if what happened In New Zealand
happened here it would have a good
effect, for it would bring before the
public the dire effects of the disease
and thus the State would be made to
care for those who had become infirm
owing to the nature of their calling.
The Honorary Minister urged that what
occurred in New Zealand would occur
here also, but even if it did that was
not sufficient objection to cause the
clause to be defeated now. If the
¢lause were thrown out the main purposes
of the Bill would be defeated.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: It
was to be regretted that the memebr
for Ivanhoe instead of addressing himself
to the general question did not deal
with the clause actuslly before the
Committee, He had already contended
that the definition of *‘injury ” in the
existing Act was ample for the purpose,
and he was still awaiting & reply either
from the member in charge of the Bill
or from any other member opposite
showing why they bad not availed
themselves of the powers under the
existing Act. The member for Ivanhoe
twitted the Government with having
no wish to assist the workers in this
matter, and with having acted under
the direction of some body at Kalgoorlie,
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but what had he done to avail himself
of the provisions now on the statute
book ¥ What was there to prevent
the member taking action so that the
existing Jegislation should be made
operative ? That was not done, but
members opposite remained idle and
yet accused the Government ot doing
nothing in the matter. The Premier
had pointed out that the Government
instead of being idle were investigating
the matter and, no doubt, if it were
found that the position was such as to
justify them in availing themselves of
the provisions of the existing law,
steps would be taken to set the requisite
machinery in motion. That wounld be
very much more praectical than intro-
ducing & highly controversial measure
which, almost from the first line, must
lead to long discussion owing to the
difficulty we had in obtaining from
mernbers opposite the reason for departing
from the existing law. There was an
admirable provision in the Act, and it
was to be hoped the member in charge
of the Bill would address himself more
particulerly to pointing out why it
was necessary to disregard that very
admirable definition and insert the
one in the Bill in its place.

Mr. BUTCHER: The amendment
moved by the Minister for Mines prac-
tically embodied the one he had moved.
His idea in moving the amendment
was that the diseases should be set
out in a schedule, and that it shoculd
not be left to & future Government to
include other diseases by proclamation.
The alternative to the scheme was to
allow the definition to stand as it was
in the old Act which enabled members
of Parliarnent to discuss the matter and
decide what diseases should be included.
The Government should not be allowed
by proclamation to include any diseases
they liked in the schedule,

Mr. KEENAN: There was a great
deal in what the member for Murray
had ssid that the situation created by
diseases arising from employment should
be dealt with not by a measure of the
character submitted here, but by a mea-
sure which would cover an insurance,
not merely in respect of the parties
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who were affected by the disease to such
a degree as to warrant compensation
being paid to them, but would cover
the much graver risk of creating a large
number of persons who would be depen-
dent on their living, and would find no
means of obtaining work. There was
no doubt that a large number could not
obtain employment in the mining industry
now as they had passed the age when
they could give the same return as
others in the industry were prepared to
give. It was the competition of labour.
Members would remember the time on
the goldfields when any man could get
employment. That was because em-
ployment was plentiful and labour was
scarce. Then the danger came when
the industry began to shrink, and it was
still shrinking, although we all hoped in
the early future that the shrinkage would
cease and expansion would again follow.
It must be clear to members that so
long as there were two or three men
applying for a job, the man who would
get it would be the young man.

Mr. Scaddan: In Victoria you will
find they do get consideration, but not
here.

[Mr. Taylor took the Chair.]

Mr. KEENAN : There was no industry
where if two or three persons applied
for the same position the employer
would not be likely to select the man
he considered most fit. This created
in & large measure the unemployment
which existed in the State. Although
he had admitted that the evil from the
disease arising from employment was one
that asked for a remedy, what he objected
to was the half remedy which would
create another evil. He was inclined
to agree with the member for Murray,
therefore, that a measure should be
brought down which would cover not
merely the risk that the Bill attempted
to cover by remowing the possibility
of the employment of men affected
with & diseaso, but would provide
a measure of compensation or & rneasure
of livelihood {for those deprived of
means of employment. While the
Committee had before them only a
half measure it would not be wise legis-
lation, and it could not cornmend itself
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to the wisdom of members. Moreover,
by pessing such a& measure it would
delay the proper consideration of the
subject, and a proper and wholesome
remedy which, whatever Government
was in power, it would be found im-
perative to introduce at an early stage.

Amendment negatived.

The MINISTER FOR MINES moved
an amendment—

That at the end of paragraph (b)
there be added the following words
“ Provided that no such proclamation
shall dssue except on  Addresses of
both Houses of Parliament.”

That would not affect the schedule of
the Bill. The schedule would stand.

Mr. Walker: Are the Government not
capable of deoing it without that ?

The MINISTER FOR MINES: It
ia a fair thing to include the proviso.

Mr. HUD3ON: In the existing Act
it was provided that no proclamation
could be issued except by an address
from both Houses of Parliament. It was
understood that the diseases in the
achedule would remain.

[(Mr. Daglish resumed the Chair.]

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

Ayes ‘e . 22
Noes - ‘e 19
Majority for .. 3
AYES.
Mr. Butcher Mr. Mitchell
Mr. Carson Mr. Monger
Mr. Cowcher Mr. N. I. Moore
Mr. Davies Mr. 8. F. Moore
Mr. Draper Mr. Nanson
Mr. Foulkes Mr. Osaborn
Mr. George Mr. Piesse
Mr. Gregory Mr. J. Price
Mr. Hardwick Mr. F. Wilson
Mr. Jacoby Mr. Gordon
Mr. Keenan (Teller).
Mr. Male
NoES,

Mr. Angwin Mr. W. Price
Mr. Bath Mr. Scaddan
Mr Bolton Mr. Swan
HMr Colller Mr. Taylor
M. GIl1 Mr. Underwood
Mr. Gourley Mr. Walker
Mr. Hoiman Mr. Ware
Mr. Hudson Mr. A. A, Wilson
Mr. Johoson Mr. Heitmann

Mi. O'laghlen ] {Teller).

[ASSEMBLY.]

Amendment thus passed.

Mr. GORDON moved an amend-
ment—

That in line 4 of paragraph (c) the
word “ three " be struck out and ' two "
tnserted in leu.

The effect of the amendment would be to
reduce the remuneration which could be
earned by way of manual labour from
£350 to £250 per annum. It was not
likely that & man would earn more than
£250 by manual labour, unless the man
was a specialist. Moreover, £250 was
the amount of the English Act.

The MINISTER FOR MINES : Would
the member in charge of the Bill aceept
the definition of * worker” as taken
from the New Zealand Act rather than
the definition which was in the Bill
which seemed to some extent to be in-
volved. The clause dealt with & person
who gained his livelihood by manual
labour, and it was difficult to say whether
a man was engaged by manual labour
or otherwise. For instance, on many
occasions engineers hed to do manual
work, It would be exceedingly difficult
to say what persons would be entitled to
be classed as labourers. Bo, too, it
would be difficult to define casual labour.
The New Zealand Act contained a much
clearer definition than that in the Bill.

Mr. HUDSON : The deflnition in the
Bill was just about the same as that in
the New Zesland Act, but it had been
drawn in such & way as to fit in with the
other provisions of the English Act
which had been adopted, and also to
dovetail in with the definition in our
original Act upon which other portions
of the Bill had been framed. Nothing
could be gained by adopting the New
Zesaland definition en bloc at this stage.

The CHAIRMAN : The question put
by the Minister and the answer had been
allowed, but the issue should be discussed
after the present amendment had been
disposed of. The question before the
Committee was to strike out the word
*“ three "’ with a view of inserting the
word *‘ two.”

The ATTORNEY GENERAL : If the
hon. member would accept the amend-
ment he would be bringing the definition
not only into line with the English Act.
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but with that of New Zealand, which
provided that the definision of ** worker "
should not include any person whose
wages exceeded £5.

Mr. Bath: You must take into con-
gideration the difference in cost of living.

» The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Were
there in Western Australia any manual
workers earning £350 ?
+Mr. Bath: We have many earning
more than £250.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL : Surely
it was not desired to make the Bill more
stringent than was absolutely necessery.
He would again suggest that the amend-
ment be accepted.

Mr. HUDSON : The amount had been
fixed at £350, a8 being equivalent to the
£250 of New Zealand and of Great
Britain.

Amendment (that the word ‘ three
be struck out) put and a division taken
with the following result :(—

Ayes .. .. .o 22
Noes .. .. .. 19
Majority for 3
AYES,
Mr. Buicher Mr. Mitchell
Mr. Carson Mr. Monger
My, Cowcher Mr, N, J. Moore
Mr. Davles Mr. 8. F. Moore
Mr. Draper Mr. Nanpsoc
‘Mr. Foulkes Mr. Osborn
Mr. George Mr. Piessae
Mr. Gregory Mr. J. Price
Mr. Hardwick Mr. F. Wilson
Mr. Jacodby Mr. Gordop
Mr. Keenan (Teller).
Mr. Matle
Noka

Mr. Angwin Mr. W. Price
Mr. Bath Mr., Scaddan
Mr. Bolton Mr. Swan |
Mr. Collier Mr. Taylor
Mr. Gih Mr. Underwood
Mr. Heltmann Mr. Walker
Mr. Holman Mr. Ware
Mr. Hudson M AL AL Wilsen
Mr. Johnson Mr, Gourley
Mr. O0'Loghlen {(Teller).

Amendment thus passed.

Mr. HOLMAN : Before the second part
of the aznendment was put he would like
to express the opinion that, except in the
ranks of the Opposition, there was no
genuine desire to have the measure
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brought forward at all. When any
measure affecting the workerswas brought
down the members on the Ministerial
side, and more especially the Minister for
Mines, who was a very good agent for
the Chember of Mines—

The CHAIRMAN : The hon. member
could not say that.

Mr. HOLMAN: That being so he
would withdraw. However, it was un-
deniable that the Minister for Mines
acted on the suggestion of the Chamber
of Mines. The Chamber of Mines had
said that the legislation could not be
countenanced although accepted in Great
Britain and in New Zealand ; but immed.
iately it was attempted to improve the
New Zealand legislation the Minister said
* Oh, no, we should follow the lines al-
ready laid down.”” The Committee had
been discussing the Bill the whole of the
evening, and hed not yet got beyond the
definition clause. Very frequently when
the Opposition were fighting important
points they were accused of stonewalling ;
yet, never, perhaps had they held up a
measure as this one had been held up by
members on the other side of the House.
It was found that no progress could be
made, although an assurance had been
given that the measure would be fairly
discussed. Orr a paltry point which
could not possibly affect the interests of
the measure, the Government whip had
moved an amendment and had talked
about what obtained in New Zealand.
As a matter of fact the Government whip
had never read the New Zealand Act, nor
would he understand it if he did.

The CHATRMAN : The hon. member
could not be allowed to make personal
remarks.

Mr. HOLMAN : If the remarks were
out of order he would withdraw them.
However, the position was that mem-
bers on the Government side were
being put up to move amendments
which were of little or no importance.
The amendment was put up to prevent
legislation being brought into force that
would protect and benefit the interests
of the workers. It was said that if the
Bill passed in its present form it would
affect the miners, but the only effect
would be a glight increass in the pre-
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miums, and it would not throw any
more responsibility on the employers.
He strongly resented the attitude of the
Government towardas thia measure,
especially that of the Minister for Mines,
who should be one of the first to protect
the men who were working and sacri-
ficing their lives in the interests of a gang
of “ boodlers” in London who did not
oare a button for the lives of the workers,

The Minister for Mines: I demand a
withdrawal of the words used by the hon,
member, that T am working in the
interest of a gang of “ boodlers™ in
London.

The CHAIRMAN : T did not hear the
hon. member use the words the Minister
attribates to him.

The Minister for Mines: Then T must
move “ That the words be taken down.”

The CHATRMAN : T did not hear the
member for Murchison use the words the
Minister attributes to him.

Mr. Holman : T did not use them.

The CHATRMAN : I will ask the hon.
member if he used any words reflecting
on the Minister to withdraw them, but
personally I did not hear anything that
required my intervention.

The Minister for Mines : I understood
the hon. member to say it was my duty
to look after the interests of the miners
and not to be working in the interests of
boodlers in London. If these words
were used I certainly demand a with.
drawal. *

Mr. MALE : I move—

That progress be reported,

The CHATRMAN : Before I take that
motion I would again ask the member for
Murchison to withdraw any imputation
affecting the Minister for Mines.

Mr. Holman : If I made any reflection
I will withdraw.

The Minister for Mines: If the hon.
member says he did not use those ex-
pressions I am satisfied.

Mr. Holman : I deny having used them ;
but if T did. in accordance with the
Chairman’s ruling- T withdraw them.

Motion {progress) put, and e division
taken with the following result ;:—

Ayes .. .. .. 23
Noes .. . .. 19

Majority for .. 4

[ASSEMBLY.]

Mr. Heitmann
(Tellery.

Mr. Johuson
Mr. O'Loghlep

AYES.
Mr. Brown Mr. Male
Mr, Butcher Mr., Mitchell
Mr. Carson Mr. Monger
Mr. Cowcher Mr. N. J. Maore
Mr. Davies Mr. 8. F. Moore
Mr. Draper Mr. Nanion
Mr. Foulkes Mr. Qsborn
Mr. George Mr. Plesse
Mr. Gregory Mr. J. Price
Mr. Hardwick Mr. F, Wilson
Mr. Jacoby Mr. Gordon
Mr. Kc¢epan (Teller).

Nogs,
Mr. Angwin | Mr. W. Price
Mr. Batb © o Mr, Secaddan
Mr. DBolton i Mr. Swan
Mr. Collier i Mr. Tavlor
Mr. Gl : Mr. Underwood
Mr. Gourley ) Mr. Walker
Mr. Holman ' Mr. Ware
Mr. Hudeon i Mr. A. A. Wllson

1
|

Motion] thus passed ; progress re-
ported.

The Minister for Mines: Mr. Spealer,
may I meke an explanation ?

Several Opposition members: No.

The Minister for Mines: I claim the
right.

Mr. SPEAKER : The hon. member has
the right if he asks to make an explan-
ation. '

Mr. Johnson : I decidedly object. Itis
an action the Minister perpetually adopts
and I decidedly object.

Mr. SPEAKER : If the hon. member
wishes to make sn explanation no one
can “object.

Mr. Bolton : But there is no reply.

Me."SPEAKER : The hon member is
entitled to make his explanation.

Mr. Walker: It is too late now ; the
time should be when the debate was on.

The PREMIER : I move—

That the House do now adjourn.

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

Ayes 24
Noes 19
Majority for 4



[25 Novemeer, 1909.]

AYEB.
Mr, Brown Mr. Male
Mr. Buicher Mr. Mitchell
Mr. Carson Mr. Monger
Mr. Cowcher Mr, N. J. Moore
Mr. Daglish Mr. £. F. Moore
Mr. Daviea Mr. Nansoh
Mr. Draper Mr. Osbhorn
Mr. Foulkes Mr. Plesse
Mr. George Mr. J. Price
Mr. Gregory Mr. ¥. Wilson
Mr. Hardwick Mr, Gordon
Mr. Jacoby (Telter).
Mr. Keenan

Nogs
Mr. Angwin Mr. W. Price
Mr. Bath Mr. Scaddan
Mr. Bolton Mrp. Swan
Mr. Colller Mr. Taylor
Mr. Gill Mr. Underwood
Mr. Heitmann Mr. Walker
Mr. Holman Mr. Ware
Mr. Hudson Mr. A. A, Wilson
Mr. Johnson Mr. Gorley
Mr. (*Loghlen (Tailer).

Question thus passed.

House adjourned at 10.42 p.m.

Aegisiative Council,
Thursday, 25th November, 1909.

Paoe

Bills : Transfer of Land Act Amendment, 1. ... 1588

Regigtration of Deeds, vte., 1. ... ... .. 1563
Legul Pructiti Act A d t, Report
Stoge |

.Afrlcnltuml Baak Acc Amendment, 2E. .. 1583

1590
i:rtb Perth Trumways Ael. Amend.ment 2R, 1504

tropolitan Watar Bumﬂy. Sewemge, and
Drainage, Cor. . .

- i1
Landtord and Tenant, og. . . }ggﬁ
Money Lenders, 2r,, withdrawn .. 1607

The PRESIDENT took the Chair
at 430 pm., and read prayers.

BILLS (2)—FIRST READING.
Transfer of Land Act Amendment,
Registration of Deeds, etceters,

Amendment. . ’

Introduced by the Colonial Seccretary.
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BILL—LEGAL PRACTITIONERS
ACT AMENDMENT.
Report after recommittal adopted.

BILL—AGRICULTURAL BANK ACT
AMENDMENT.
Second Reading.

The COLONTAL SECRETARY (Hon.
J. D. Connolly) in moving the second
reading said : Hon. members are aware
this is a Bill that comes up annually.
In fact I think two amending Bills have
been brought down in one year. The
object of the Bill is in the first place
to increase the capital of the Agricultural
Bank from £1,500,000 to £2,000,000;
and secondly to increase the maximum
amount that can be loaned to one
borrower from £500 to £750. An Agricul-
tural Bank Bill was first introduced 12 or
14 years ago at the instigation of Mr.
Throssell, and the capital then provided
for the bank was £100,000. That mea-
sure provided for 50 per cent. advances
against value of work done, and the
interest to be charged was & per cent.
To-day the capital of the bank has
considerably increased. The reserve fund,
that is the money repaid by borrowers,
amounts to £24,255, while the balance
sheet shows figures totalling a million
and a half. I think it says & preat
deal for the management of the bank
that although it has been in existence
doing business for 12 or 14 years it has
practically made no bad debts. It shows
that the administration is good, and
that the machinery provided under
the Bill muost have been as nearly perfect
ag it was possible to make it. Hon.
members will agree that it is very de-
girable that the amount of land under
cultivation should be increased as much
a8 possible, and with this end in view
this amending Bill we are now discussing
has been brought forward incressing
the maximum amount that may be
advanced to & borrower from £500
to £750. Under the amending Act
pessed in 1906 advances were used
for ringbarking, fencing, draining, water
conservation, and clearing. Of the total
£500 that could be advanced to one
borrower the bank advanced £300 sgainst



