Tegislative HAssembly,

Tuesday, 19th February, 1918.

The SPEAKER tock the Chair at 4.30 pm.,
and read prayers.

|For *‘Questions on Notice’’ and ‘‘Papers
Presented’’ see ‘‘Votes and Proceedings.’’]

MOTION—COLLIE COAL COMMISSION,
TO ADOPT RECOMMENDATIONS,

Debate resumed from the 30th January upon
the following motion by Mr. O’Loghlen:—
““That in the opinion of thia House the find-
ings and recoinmendations of the Royal Com-
mission on the coal industry should be given
effect to’’; and upon an amendment by Mr.
Willeoek, ©* That the following words he added
to the motion:—" With the exception of those
contained in paragrapl 231 of the Commis-
sion’s report.’ '?

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS (Hon
C. A, Hudson—Yilgarn} [4.45]: Tt is well
perhaps for hon. members to make themselves
thoroughly acquainted with the motion moved
by the member for Forrest (Mr. O’Loghlen.
Its purpose is that the report of the Royal Com-
mission made some time ago in relation to the
Collie eoal industry should be given effect to.
In moving his motion the hon. member stated
pretty distinetly that he did net intend to
convey to the House his intention of pressing
the adeption of the whole of the recommenda-
tions of the Commission, but to confine him-
self ag to whether or not orders for Collie coal
by the Railway Department to the different
companies should be equally distributed or
not. The memher for Geraldton has moved an
amendment to the original motion in these
torms —

That the words, ‘‘with the exception of
those contained in paragraph 231 of the
Commission’s report’’ be added to the mo-
tion,

The effect of that amendment, if carried,
would be the exclusion from the report of the
Commission of paragraph 231, which reads as
follows: —

Provided that the wse of Collie coal on
the railways be regarded as a principle of
national importance, and that Collie coal he
used wherever and in whatever proportions
it is possible to do so, we recommend that
six years’ nofice, equal to the duration of
two contract periods of three years each,
shoold be given that the existing poliecy of
the equality of railway orders will cease,
and that after the expiration of that period
the TRailway Commissioner he allowed to
select the coals which he regards as most
snitable for railway purposes.

So that the motion and the amendment are
diametrically opposed to one another. The
member for Forrest having asserted the con-
tinuance of the policy of egual distribution of
orders, the member for Geraldton has moved
the exclusion of that portion of the report,
and the issue we have to consider is whether
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the department shall be called npon to givean
equal distribution of the orders to the Collie
coal companies for a further period of six
vears. This is a very important subject, one
that involves a good deal of public money and
of grave concern to the Railway Department
and the people of Collie at the present june-
ture. Tt is therefore with pleasure I find the
Premier giving prominence to the subjeet to-
day in order that the matter may he settled in
some guch way as to avoid industrial disturb-
ance. This matter is important in many ways.
It is important to the State financially because
the amount which is paid for coal to the Collie
coal eompanies per annum is approximately
£100,000. This year it will possibly reach
£130,000, or an increase of 30 per cent. The
member for Forrest in introducing his motion
mentipned that as the memher for Collie was
absent he had taken his place in bringing for-
ward this subject. I regret, for the sake of
the House, that the member for Collie is ab-
sent hecause he would have been able to afford
considerable information on the subject that
other members do not possess, The member
for Forrest made an eloguent appeal, however,
to the House for a continuance of support to
the Collie eoal fields. There has been no in-
tention on the part of the Government or the
Railway Commissioner so far as I know of
doing anything to injure the Collie coal in-
Qustry, It is an adjumet to our commercial
life; it is an asset we desire to develop and
maintain, indeed, we desire to stimulate, and
it is with that object in view the Government
and previgpus Governments have domne all they
could to foster that industry.,  The member
for Forrest made an appeal particularly on
behalf of the Collie coal miners, that is the
workers in the mines, the coal mine owners
and the Collie people.  Those three factors
are combined in an effort to secure the equal
distribution of orders for coal given by the
Railway Department, and to secure those
orders, I am going to show, whether they
give a reasonable quid pro que, that is pro-
vide the article required by the department,
or not. T think it is 8 somewhat shortsighted
policy on the part of the Collie people to at-
tempt to enforce such a demand at this jume-
tore and I propose to review the history of
this equal distribution of orders. In the first
place, I should like, however, to disabuse the
minds of hon. members of an idea which
scemed to prevail throughout the remarks of
the member for Forrest, He spoke, and I
have seen it repeated in the newspaper since,
and particularly at the meeting at Collie, that
it wuas the intention of the Railway Depart-
ment to give all their orders to one mine, that
one mine heing the Proprietary coal mine at
Collie. T wish to say there has never been
any such intentior; on the contrary, the con-
tract of the Government will be fulfilled to
the letter. It would be a shortsighted policy
on the part of the Government and not to the
advantage of the country if we were to have
one mine only at Collie. Tt is recognised on
all hands that in order that this industry
might flourish, indeed that it might live, that
the railway orders should be distribnted, but
that they should be distributed equally is
fluite another matter.  That they should be
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distributed fairly to those able to supply a
decent article, goes without saying, but that
there should be an equal distribution irrespee-
tive of the supply is not a business-like pro-
position, T hope the Homse will not be led
away with the intention expressed that there
is any desire on anybody’s part of creating a
monopoly in one company at Collie, It is true
the railway unious at one stage of the pro-
ceedings which has led to this state of affairs
set up a desire on their part te obtain only
Proprietary coal. They said it was the best
coal obtainable and they desired that they
should, during the summer months at any rate,
have the best coal only. It is some time since
the equal distribution of orders was first ar-
ranged by the Government. There were then
six collieries operating on the coal fields and
a separate agreement was made by each of
them with the Railway Commissioner that he
should obtain from each one-sixth of his
orders, that is one-sixth of the order
which he undertook to give of the 80 per cent.
of the whole of the coal he used. It was pro-
vided in the agreement that he should use 80
per cent. of Collie coal cxeept on the North-
ern railways, the district railways, and during
the summer months, that is from the 15th No-
vember to the 15th February, on the agricul-
tural lines. In that agreement it was pro-
vided that the Commissioner may at his abso-
lute discretion during any period of the agree-
ment increase or decrease the proportion of
one-sixth. Tt alse provided that the agree-
ment might be terminated at any time during
its currency on either party giving to the other
three months’ notice commencing at the be-
ginping of any one wmonth. It further pro-
vided, and this has to be borne in mind in
view of reecent events, that if short coal was
delivered or there was a shortage in any coal
ordered from any one mine, the Comnmissioner
reserved to himself the right of obtaining that
shortage from any mine he though fit with
equal or bhetter quality coal. Those are the
main provigions so far as they affect this con-
troversy, and T think it would be as well at
this stage if T mention the names of the mines
concerned in the busivess. They are-the Co-
operative, the West Australian, the Proprie-
tary, the three mines supplying hard coal, and
the other three, the Co-operative, the Scottish,
and the Premier supplying a different kind of
coal, commonly called soft. The price fixed
by the agreement was 11s. per ton and that
was to continue for three years. All the com-
panies accepted that price and it was generally
agreed throvghout the industry that it was a
fair price.  However, T will deal with that
subject presently. During the currency of the
three years’ agreement a Royal Commission
was appeointed to inquire generally inte the
coal-mining industry. That Commission, like
a number of other Commissions which we have
heard of lately, had a long life. Tt commenced
in April, 1914, and did not make its report
nntil November, 1916.

Hon. P. Collier: The hon. member should
inform the House that the Commission sus-
pended their sittings for a long period beecause
of one of the memhers having other business
to attend to.

[ASBEMBLY.]

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS: It is
only fair that that should be stated. I am not
suggesting that they neglected their work in
any way. In faet, they went exhaus-
tively, «clearly, and ecarefully into the
matter that wasg assigned to them. They
dealt, however—and that is a point T
want to impress on membersg—with five eom-
panies only. There had been six companies in
operation at the time the original agreement
was made, but when the Commission entered
on their labours and at the time at any rate
when they reported, they dealt with only five
companies, with three companies supplying
hard coal and with two supplying soft coal
This has a bearing on the guestion when we
come to consider paragraph 231 of the report
and a still further bearing on the equal dis-
tribution of orders. I should at this stage
perhaps deal with one or two matters which
were mentioned by the hon. member in intro-
ducing his motion relating to an alleged
neglect on the part of the Railway Department
in not doing their utmost to further the use
of Collie coal. ‘There were three items the
hon. member mentioned in the recommenda-
tions of the Commission that Collie coal
should be covered in transit and kept covered
until used. That referred particularly te the
soft class of coal. The recommendation was
published at the end of 1916 and there has
been no opportunity if there was a desire, to
carry that recommendation into effect. The
cost of the material, if the opportunity was
afforded to the Commissioner, would abso-
lutely prevent the possibility of earrying out
such a reeommendation. The other point was
in reference to epark arresters, and I think
that should be left out of the debate because
it was shown at the conference recently, and
in the Press, and in anawer fo questions asked
in the House that the Chief Mechanical En-
gineer and the Commissioner of Railways have
done all that is reasonably possible in order
to invent spark arresters and complete and
improve the spark arresters at present in ex-
istence and generally to try and prevent the
cauging of fires in our agrievltural distriets.

Mr. O'Loghlen: With what results®

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS: With
the result as T pointed out when answering a
question that the Chief Mechanical Engi-
neer has now secured one which he believes
will be effective. This is heing given a prae-
tieal trial

Hon, P. Collier: It has taken them a long
time to wake up.

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS: The
other point which was dwelt upon by the
hon. member was that there was no proper
ingpection of Collie coal. T am going to show
that it is impossible under the cireumstances
which operate at Collie to have a proper in-
spection of the coal as it is delivered. Tt is
known thai the coal has to be taken delivery
of in trucks at the pit’s mouth, and as it
comes up it is shot out from the sereens into
trucks. There ig no opportunity for the in-
speetor to make a thorough examination of
it and ascertain whether it is up to standard.
Ag a matter of fact the qualities have not
been as good as they should have been.
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Hon. P. Collier: That may be true, but it
applics to All companies alike.

The MINISTER FOR RATLWAYS: Yes.

Mr. Davies: Has any effort been made to
alter that system of inspection?

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS: It has
been improved upon as far as possible. The
leader of the Opposition asked me whether
it applied to all companies alike. It does
not in this sense, that some have clean eoal
and some have not, and some require cloger
ingpeetion than others. It is not a very
pleasant thing to have to eriticise the quality
of a local commodity, but it is only in the
relative sense that I propose to do so now,
We have these companies supplying eoal of
various qualities. Of the three companies
supplying hard coal, one of them provides a
good, clean coal. That is the Proprietary
mine. The Westralia is a mine that has a
coal seam three feet thick; then there is 18
inches of shale or stone, and then there is a
further supply of coal. These are all shot
down together, and therc should be a proper
separation of them before delivery. The
same remark applies in more or less degree
to the Co-operative mine, but the efforts that
should have been made to supply clean coal
have never been carried out effectively, IE
we refer to the report of the Royal Commis-
sion on page 14, it will be found that they
hive these remarks to make—

Much improvement has taken place of
late years in conneection with the coal
cleaning at Collie, through the installation
of picking belts, and if these are properly
attended to, the companies should have no
difficulty in supplying reasonably clean
fuel. We are of opinion, however, that a
good deal of shale is allowed to pass over
the picking belt, so that it finds its way
into the coal supplies for locomotives. In
the cagse of the Co-operative and Westra-
lian geams, some of the bottom coal is so
extremely inferior, that it is a matter of
opinion as to what shall be considered
shale and what coal. It would be very
wise for these two companies to discard
the whole of their inferior coal, at least
for railway purposes.

Mr. O’Loghlen: They claim to have done

$0.

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS: They
have not done so. It was ghown pretty
clearly to us at Collie that they had not. Tt
was exhibited to va that they wonld be able
te do it almost immediately. There was only
one place where they were taking ouf clean
conl, and another place where they would he
able to work without taking out dirty coal.
But since that report was published those
two companies have been sopplying the rail-
ways with an inferior quality of eeal. They
had good coal. The coal was gond enough,
hut the dirt and shale was such as to make it
useless; indeed, it gave a great deal of
trouble to engine-drivers, while in some
cases it was so bad that it had to be dia-
earded altogether. T have dealt now with
the three hard coals. The other three are
the soft coals. That from the Cardiff is a
good article of its kind. Tt is a coal which
disintegrates very quickly and it is only fit
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for use in the immediate neighbourhood of
Collie, that is to say within a distance per-
baps of 100 miles. It can then be used econ-
omically and satisfactorily. But it must be
borne in mind that the application of the
Collie mine owners and the workmen and the
people is that the orders should be distri-
buted equally and at the same price. The
Scottish mine has not been supplying for
some time, and it does not come within the
purview of the Commission’s report, The
coal from the Premier mine has been shown
to be inferior to that of the Cardiff. That
is also a soft coal and produces such a quan-
tity of ash that it cannot be used effectively
or economically in the interests of the Rail-
way Department. That is the position with
regard to the coal. T want now to draw the
attention of the House to the aspect of the
question in relation to price. Hon. members
must bear in mind that the object of the
motion is to compel the Railway Department
to take an equal quantity of each kind of
coal at the same price, and it would be in-
teresting for us to follow that out. In deal-
ing with the report of the Commission it is
necessary for us to get at the facts as they
existed when the Commission made their in-
vestigation, and upon what lines they based
their conelusions that there should be an
equal distribution of orders over a particular
peried. I would draw the attention of hon.
members to Paragraph 224 of the report,
which states—

Inasmuch, however, as our investigations
show that Collie coal can be mined and
sold at a good profif at its present price of
11s. per ton on trucks at pit’s mouth, we
recommend that the present maximum and
minimum prices, viz., 123, and 8s, 9d. per
ton respectively be retained, and that the
vise and fall of price be ealevlated by the
existing method.

That is to say that the Collie coal com-
panies were in a position in 1914 to
the end of 1916 to mine and sell st a good
profit at 11s. 2 ton. That was in the mind
of the Commission when they reported.
They only dealt with five companies, three
supplying hard coal and two soft coal when
they made the recommendation which is
contained in paragraph 224 of their re ort.
That being the price agreed upen, let us
see what follows, That was the price undur
the agreement which was made in 1912. It
was renewed in 1915 at the request of the
companies and was approved in 1916 as be-
ing a payable price, but immediately after-
wards in 1916 again, there was a slight
disturbance amongst colliers in Collie and
an applieation was made to the Govern-
ment to give them another 6d. per ton.
Tt bas to be borne in mind that the higher
the price paid for coal, the more remunera-
tion there is for the hewera of the coal.
The Government of the day granted an in-
erease of price from 1ls, to 1ls. 6d. They
were evidently carrying out a recommenda-
tion which was expressed in paragraph 173 of
the report of the Royal Commission which
says—

The fact that there is a maximum price
chargeable for Collie coal of standard
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quality, viz.,, 12s. per ton, is a surety to
the Railway Department that they will
always be able to obtain their supplies
at reasonable rates, as this maximum
price for the native fuel holds good, even
if the price of the imported article were
to soar to 40s. or 50s. per ton.
As a policy of insurance and to secure a
reguiar supply of Collie coal so that the
department would not be hampered by in-
dustrial disturbances, the Government ad-
vaneed the price from 1l1s. to 114. G6d. That
was in December, 1916. In January, 1917,
there was further trouble amongst coal
miners jn New South Wales. The Federal
Government appointed a board presided over
by Mr. Justice Edmunds to settle the dis-
pute and he fixed the rate of wages for
the miners and he also raised the price of
coal to the consumer. The Railway Com-
missioner had mo gay in the proceedings,
but the Collie people teok an interest in if
and as a result of the inguniry by Judge Ed-
munds, the price of coal in New South
Wales was increased by 3s. a ton. Then in
spite of the increase of 6d. made by the
Railway Commissioner in this State in Nov-
ember, 1916, the Collic people made a claim
on the Government for ~a proportionate
amount according to the value of the 3s.
inecrease in New South Wales and the
amount was eventually agreed upon at 1s.
114, a ton.

Hon. W. C. Angwin: That was the order
of the court. The railways had nothing to do
with it.

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS: It was
an application from those who had agreed
to accept the increase from 1ls. to 11s. 6d.
There was no necessity for the coal mine
owners to press for that additional 1s. 114.
Since that time we have been paying 13s.
bd. per ton for coal and some of it inferior
in quality to that demanded by the Railway
Commisgioner. The inercase will this year
affect approximately 200,000 tons and at 2a.
a tom, Tougbly speaking, it will mean an in-
crease to the Railway Department and con-
sequently to the taxpayers of £20,000. Now
there has also been another concession
granted to the Collie coal companies in the
form of a rewission of royalties, Up to
1905 the companies paid a royalty, as re-
quired under the Mining Act. They paid
altogether a sum of £14,500, which was at
the rate of 2d. per ton. From that date,
however, the royalty has heen remitted from
time to time,

Mr. Pickering: They had not paid it

.The MINISTER FOR RATLWAYS: They
Ehd pay it up to 1905, but from that year
it has been temitted from time to time hy
way of bonuses or subsidies, and the remis-
sions have amounted between 1905 and 1917
to over £60,000. The Collie coal companies
have therefore  benefited, and with them
the working men, to the extent of a consid.
erable sum of money,

Hon. W. C. Angwin: Wonld not the Rail-
ways have had to pay 3d. per ton extra if
they bad not remitted this royalty?

[ASSEMBLY.]

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS: If
there had not been a sort of combine
amongst the coal mine owners and if there
had been open competition, the best coal
could have bheen obtained by the department
at a less price than they are paying for it
now.

Hon. W. C. Angwin: There is no competi-
tion with any person now, and they are all
contbines.

Hon. P. Collier: Is there any competition
between Newcastle tenderersf?

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS: It is
through their combination that they have
secured such a high price, When it comes
to a question of a fair deal with the Rail-
way Department these things ought to he
taken into consideration, and the depart-
ment protected. At the commencement of
the present summer we were faced with the
position that whilst we were paying 13s, 5d.
for Collie coal we had been up to that time
using, according to the argrecment, about 80
per cent. of Collie coal. Not being required
from the 15th November to 15th February
to use so0 much, we were entitled to go back
to about 60 per eent., of our orders for Collie
coal. As a matter of faet, if we had been
able to get Newcastle coal it would have
been within the terms of our contract to do
this., QOwing, however, to our being unable
to get Newcastle coal, we were compelled to
and did actually, take 90 per cent. of Collie
coal, sp that the companies benefited in in-
creaged orders to the exient of 30 per cent. -
over previous orders.

Mr. O0'Loghlen: What benefit did the State
gett

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS: The
State undoubtedly benefited. But the point I
have to make is that as we had a difficulty
in getting coal elsewhere, for use in our
agricultural districts, we were compelled by
the action of the mine owners and their re-
fusal to mect us in any way, to use that
quantity of inferior coal, when we should
have had the best coal procurable in Collie.
The farmers were in a very bad position be-
eauge of that, and were rumning a grealer
risk in consequence of our having to use this
inferior coal. Application was made to. these
people for the department to be supplied
with better coal, but we were held down
within the four corners of our agreement,
and had to give the full orders, in equal
proportions, to the different companies for
an inferior quality of coal.

Mr. Harrison: Did they respond and give
you hetter coal?

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS: No.
We had to take the coal as they supplied
it. TIf they could get their own way not only
would they give us equal quantities of coal
from the different mines, but if one mine
failed and was not ahle to fulfil its orders—
and it might be a company which had been
supplying hard coal—we would have to take,
on the distribution, a greater quantity of in-
ferior coal, which is not a fair deal.

Mr, Harrison: The selection of the coal
was not altered on account of your request?
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The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS: There
was ne change whatever made.

Mr. O'Loghlen: 1In the distribution of
shortages now, you get two-thirds of hard
coal and one-third of soft, owing to the
closing down of the Co-operative mine.

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS: The
Westralian is not in a position to supply the
quality of coal that it should supply, aed
ought to be closed down

Mr. O’Loghlen: That is interesting.

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS: So far
as that seam from which the bad coal was
supplied is comcerned. When the Westralian
or the Co-operative mines are in a position to
supply good coal, they ought to get an equal
share in the distribution of orders. The use of
inferior coal in the agricultural districts is
a logs not only to the Railway Department,
but to agrieulturists. It is also a loss to
the coasumer on the goldfields. During the
course of the year when we bave had to use
Collic coal on goldfields lines and in other
parts of the State, and when we should in
other circumstances have had Newcastle coal,
there have been 17 wagons burnt, and 22
tarpaulins, and a large guantity of chaff
which belonged to our customers who suf-
fered in consequence, becausc it was carried
at owner’s risk.

Mr. O’Loghlen:
it was?

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS: No.
This has been brought about threugh our
having to use Collie coal when in other
circumstances we should have been using
Newecastle coal.

Hon. J. Mitchell: If it i3 inferior coal
surely you are responsible.

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS: I
pointed out that this was forced upon ue.
We used the best coal we could get, but
the companies would not provide us with
the best coal they could supply. We ob-
tain from the Collie coal companies 90 per
cent. of cur orders at the present time. We
say that we are endeavouring to take
an increased quantity from them, that the
quality of the coal they have heen supply-
ing is not as good as it should be, and that
the matter should be left to the discretion
of the Commissioner to some extent, on the
direction of the Government as to their
policy to use as much Collie coal as possi-
ble. Tt is only fair to the House, and the
people, that they should know if this mo-
tion is carried that there will he considerahle
loss to the community.

Hon. P. Collier: In what way$

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS: The
railway officers’ association pointed out that
they would bave to exercise greater energy
in using these coals than they did previously
when they used Newecastle coal. They would
have less work to do with Newcastle coal
than with an inferior quality of coal, and
more work to do with the Premier coal
than with Proprietary coal

Hon. P. Collier: They are getting a lot
of sympathy in regard to increased work
in quarters from which ther had no sym-
pathy before,

[20]

Do you know what coal
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The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS: I do
not follow the hon. member.

Hon. P. Collier: They are getting sym-
pathy from quartera from which the work-
ers never got sympathy previously.

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS: I do
not know that the mine owners are getting
very much sympathy from the mine workers
at the present juncture, In reference to the
distribution of ordera, the member for For-
rest has argued for the continnance of such
distribution in the interests of Collie, and
says that if this is pot done 300 men will
be thrown out of employment. If the full
amount of the coal order ¢an be supplied to
the Railway Department from Collie with
300 men less, it is for this House to deter-
mine whether this should be done or not.

Mr. O'Loghlen: I said 200.

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS: As-
some that it was 100. It is a tax upon the
cosununity, which &he community oughi to
know it is hearing. Tf there is to be a con-
tinnation of the equal distribution of orders,
and equal distribution of shortages, I re-
peat that there is goiug tn bhe & serious loss
to the State, because the Railway Commis-
sioner will not be getting the coal that he
ought to have at the price that is paid—
and it is a good price—and he should not
be blamed if he is not able to make both.
ends meet in connection with his railways.
[f the preseni state of things is allowed to
continue, it will be no wonder that the
Treasurer will suffer some embarrassment in
regard to his finances. I cannot support
the motion.

Mr. PICEERING (Sussex) [5.25]: I
should like to refer to what appeared in this
morniog’s ‘‘“West Australian’’ adversely
eriticising the action of the Minister for
Railways in connection with the receat trip of
Parliamentarians to Collie. T think that the
Minister is to be congratulated on the step
that he took, and that hon. members should be
pleased that they have been given this op-
portunity of making first hand a2cquaintance
with the conditions in the Collie coal in-
dustry.

The Minister for Railways: For the peace
of mind of the ‘‘West Anstralian’’ you
might also remark that the other cars were
paid for by the individuals who hired them,

Mr. PICKERING: T sappose that is a fact.

Hon. W. C. Angwin: Tt was a great mis-
take to take any notice of the statements
at all.

The Minister for Railways:
was a mistake.

Mr. PICKERING: I think that the mo-
tion submitted by the hon. member is a
very sweeping one, seeing that it embraces
every aspect of the Commission’s recom-
mendations. It is true, as the Minister hag
said, that the hon. member confined himself
more particularly to those paragrapbs deal-
ing with the equal distribution of orders.

Mr. O’Loghlen: I offered to witkdraw
the motion if that point was settled.

Mr., PICKERING: All the matters con-
tained in the report are interdependent, and
if certain recommendations were to be ecar-

Possibly it
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ried out it would be perhaps wmore difficult
to give this equal distribution of orders. T
do not wish to refer particularly to the
methods of mining or to the timber on the
leases, or to hydranlic stowing. The quality
of the marketable coal is most certainly of
great importance, and it appears from my
reading of the Commission’s report, and
from the opportunity T have had of look-
ing into the question on the spot, that there
is a great discrepancy in the qualities of
the coal offered. One of the great factors
in the matter is dirt. Two or three of these
mines, particnlarly the Scottish, Co-opera.
tive and Westralian, have been known to
supply dirty ecoal, because of the existence
of shale in their coal seams.

Mr. O’Loghlen: The Seottish iz a clean
coal.

Mr. PICKERING: T am aware of that. 1
think the Minister was wreng in his state-
ment  regarding the methods of mining
adopted by the Co-operative Company. The
Co-operative is one of those mines whieh
have a big seam in the centre, with about 14
inches of shale. We were shown that first of
all the bottom of the seam of coal was taken,
and afterwards the seam of shale was blown
out, and then the upper seam. Then there
followed a praeess of picking out the dirt and
throwing it into what some gentlemen ele-
gantly deseribe as a ‘“gob.’’ The methods of
picking out the ecoal seem to me not at all
thorough, because, according to the Royal
Commission’s report, experienced miners
shonld have no difficulty in distinguishing
between shale and coal. On the top we were
shown a further process of cleaning the coal.
My object is to prove that a good deal of
blame rests on the conl owners in eonneetion
with the supply of dirty coal. There arc cer-
tain provisions in the contract which, in my
opinion, should enable the Commissioner of
Railways to refuse coal which holds above a
certain percentage of dirt. If the Govern-
ment were to exercise supervision by the
appeintment of an additiomal inspector or
two, it would be of benefit not only to the
coal owners but also to the users of the coal,
and would cnsure to the Commissioner the
getting of the article for whieh the State
payd. Under the contract, I understand, the
Government are not obliged to take the coal
if it is not in accordance with the terms
agreed upon. We find that the mines bave
provided certain measures for cleaning the
coal, such as picking belts and sereens; but
the Royal Commission recommended that the
bottom seams of coal, whieh are dirty, shonld
be discarded. Perhaps that recommendation
conld be followed with advantage to the
colliery companies and to the State. I do not
understand all the techaicalities of <¢oal
mining; but it seems to me that by discard-
ing the lower scams the collieries would have
a longer wall to work up, and that therchy
the coal could he extracted at a profit, and
the Commissioner of Railways could obtain
the article he requires. The Minister for
Mines has pointed out that there are three
mines which supply hard eoal—the Proprie-
tary, the Co-operative, and the Westralian—
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and three whieh supply soft coal—the Car-
diff, the Premier, and the Scoftish. Quec re-
commendation of the Royal Commission seems:
to have a c¢onsiderable hearing on this point,
and the soundness of the recommendation
should bhe tested. Tf it is sound, there is ne
arpument against the use of Collie coal
Paragraph 186 of the report states—

The admixture of these two coals gives.
cxcellent results in the fire box, the faults
of both coals being minimised and the
steaming improved. Although the Proprie-
tary and the Premicr coals——

which the Minister condemned so roundly—
- were selected for these fests, as typiesl of
the hard and soft coals, it is anticipated
that a mixture of any of the hard and soft
coals would show similar results,

[ contend that suech a pronouncement must

have becn hased on some good foundation,

and that it is one which shounld be very seri-

ously weighed by the Government Dbefore
they cowndemn any coal Another aspect
which T regret, is disclosed by the Royal

Commission’s report. It is that the shale is
often mixed with the coal hy carelessness
and by bad mining methods.

The Minister for Works: The coal owners
get paid for it all the same,

My, PICKERING: T condemn them in that
respect. T think that if the coal people were
alive to their own interests they would ex-
ercise the utmost possible caution in supply-
ing the best possible coal from those mines.

Hon. P. Collier: The coal is not nearly so
had as it was some years ago. Great improve-
ments have been made.

Mr., PICKERING : We know that the
Scottish mine has heen out of commission for
a good many years. The Co-operative also is
practically out of commission; and the Pre-
mier, & small mine, is working on a new
seam. Buat T wish to poini out that those
three mines, so far as my Timited knowledge
will cnable me to judge, are putting in ex-
cellent work in opening up fresh seams. I
venture to contend that the Co-operative tun-
nel could scarcely be bettered, and some of
the other tunnels also are very good work in-
deed. To me it seems a very serious thing
that any Government should contemplate
the shutting-down of these mines without
first considering some alternative course. The
Minister for Mines went down the Westralian
mine, T know, beeanse I followed him; and
T needed 2 good deal of pluck to do it, be-
cange we waded over our boot tops in water.
I saw, however, what appeared to me a very
excelient geam of coal, on which very good
work was being done. \When the companies
are working so earnestly and endeavouring to
open up good seams of coal, it is regretiable
that they should not be given every encour-
agement. One point of the utmost import-
ance at Collie is that justice should be donec
to the industry, and the only way of doing
it is to put on the market the very best that
the industry is capable of produecing. I do
sincerely hope that when we come to de-
liberate on the question, that phase of it will
be borne in mind. It is not that the coal is
not there, but that the people who have beem
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dealing with it have not dealt with it as
honestly as they should have. The Royal
Commission’s report distinctly states that the
coal mining companies sbot down carbon-
aceous shale and filled up with coal in the
truck.

Mr, O’Loghlen: That was years ago.

Hon. P. Collier: That was done in the
mine the Government are supposed to give
all the orders to now.

Mr. PICKERING: I could not quite under-
stand the reply of the Minister for Mines to
my question regarding the covering of coal
under transit and in store. The Minister’s
answer t0 my question was as follows: —

During the summer months Collie coal in
transit for the northern railways and other
distant depdts is covered with condemned
truck sheets, Collie coal is not stored at
locomotive depdts, but in cases where there
is an actumulation of coal in trueks the coal
is covered in a similar maoner. Each depdt
has a stock of condemned tarpaulins for
that purpose, The instructions re tovering
coal standing in trucks at depdts were issued
in January, 1916, whereas the report of the

Collie Coal Commission is dated Neovember,

1916.

I understood the Minister to state just now
in reply to am interjection that nothing <was
being done. I am unable to reconcile those
two statements. In dealing with the recom-
mendation made by the Royal Commission on
this subject, however, we must concede that it
is one of the most vital points. Tt has been
demonstrated by experiment in XKalgoorlie
and other intand centres that covering the coal
and keeping it covercd retain its efficiency.

The Minister for Works: Will covering
make soft eoal into hard coal?

Mr. PICKERING: Covering keeps the coal
in the same condition as that in which it left
the mine. If eovered coal will be just as good
at Kalgoorlie as at Collie, T counsider the Gov-
ernment should exercise the atrictest possible
supervigion over the indusiry., If that were
done, then with a little greater anxiety on the
part of the eoal owners to produce only the
cleanest of coal

Mr, O’Loghen: The coal miners are honest
enough.

Mr. PICKERING: For cleaning purposes
the ecal is put through screens, and frequently
the bottom of the screen is not kept clear.
The small coal blocks up the bottom of the
screen, and thus the process loses its efficacy,
That is an important point to bear in mind.
I thiok inspection of the coal should be made
in accordance with the recommendation of the
Royal Commission—that is, fortnightly in-
stead of monthly. It is also urged that a
horms should be given for coal above 10,500
B.T.U. Money spent in that direction wonl
be well spent if the State as a whole derived
gome advantage from it. Tt is quite evident
that if we can obtain coal of an average ex-
ceeding 10,500 B.T.U., a service will have been
done to the State.

The Minister for Works: And then there
would be a fire in every other coal truck.

Mr. PICKERING: Another recommenda-
tion which requires attention is that there
should be an improved fire box.  Such an
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alteration might involve the expenditure of a
considerable sum of money, but if the larger
fire box has heen proved to be efficacious im
other parts of the world I see no reason why
some effort to bring about the same results
should not be made here. I will not deal with
the question of sparking, because the Minister
for Mines has stated that the sparking ar-
rangemnents are being acceded to. We have
before us, however, a most elaborate statement
by the locomotive engine-drivers, I think it
runs into several columns of the °‘West Aus-
tralian.’* 'The siatement is very conclusive
indeed, and a very learned statement to eman-
ate from the engine-drivers. Where they ob-
tained their information I do not know. How-
ever, some particulars of that statement do
not, [ think, come within the purview of the
engine-drivers. The point I wish to make is
that T have it on very good authority that the
engina-drivers are not unanimous in the view
expressed on Cellie coal in that statement. [
am under the impression that it has becn said
the Kalgoorlie branch of the locomotive en-
gine-drivers are iz favour of the use of Collie
coal.

Mr. Green:
perfectly true.

Mr. PICKERING: Therefore it seems to
me that we should not place too much reliance
on this statement by the engine-drivers on the
subject.

Mr., Green: A large number of engine-
drivers on the Murchison take up the same
attitude as the Kalgoorlie branch.

The Minister for Railways: They are all in
favour of the use of Collie coal. It is a ques-
tion of the quality of the coal.

Mr. PICKERING: TIf a mixture of the
Collie coals is the best, as the Minister says,
there is no reasen why it should not be used.

Mr. Munsie: The Kalgoorlie drivers are sup-
porting the equal distribution.

Mr, PICKERING: T do not think it can he
contended by anybody that the industry is not
of great imporiance to the State. The Min-
ister for Mines has pointed out that had it
not been for this industry we would have been
in a very peculiar position. I would like to
know what the Government intend to do for
those mines which the Commissioner of Rail-
ways may suceeed in closing down. It is well
known that the Collie coal basin is alsp an
artesian water bed. It was evideneced by the
Co-operative company that the water in that
mine is making very rapidly. If the Govern-
ment are going to cut out those mines from
the one-sixth contribution those properties
will be unable to earry on, and the workings

You are quite right; that is

will be flooded with water and ultimately
ruined.
Mr, Lambert: Do yon sugpest thai the

mines are in artesian water now?

Mr. PICKERING: I do wot say they are,
but seeing that there is such a big leakage
from above they might be flooded by an out-
break of artesian water. If once those mines
are allowed to get out of working order, the
water will gain on them and eventually ruin
them. '

The Minister for Works: Are they pumping
at tha mives?
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Mr, PICKERING: The only mine at which
they were not pumping when I was there was the
Seottish. I think it will be admitted that the
Colie winers have made a very great sacrifice
to the Empire, Collie has gent 1,500 men to
the Front. Those men went away having
every confidence in the country doing a fair
thing by their dependants in maintaining the
industry in which they themselves had heen
brought up to make their living. It would be
a scandalous thing to turn down thosé meun.

The Minister for Works: Those 1,500 men
were  prineipally timber hewers amd timber
workers.

Mr. PICKERING: One point the Minister
made was in regard to the question of the 90
per cent. basis, Perhaps the Minister might
be prepared to consider an equal distribution
on the basis of the original arrangement, if
not on the basis of the 90 per cent, Another
point which T was surprised at the Minister
not referring to i3 the question of farming
out. One gentleman down there, the manager
of the Proprietary company, was so very
strong on the question of farming out that I
asked him was he not a supporter of the
Country party.

The Minister for Railways: In that regard
read paragraph 233 of the Royal Commis-
sion’s report,

Mr. PICKERING: T hope the House in con-
sidering this importani question will not dis-
charge it lightly, that members will consider
what iz involved. T hepe alse that the Gov-
ernment in their wisdom will find an alterna-
tive to the closing down of those mines. It
must he remembered that some of the mines
to be closed down have been the chief contri-
butors to the bunkering trade. If those com-
panies are to be in a position to econtinue
when the war is over and coal once more re-
quired for bunkering purposes—-—

Hon, W. C. Angwin: Do you think they will
be allowed to supply after the Government
have condemned their coals?

The Minister for Railways: The Govern-
ment have no condemned them mearly so much
as the Royal Commission did.

Mr. PICKERING: However, 1 eommend
:)he matter to the consideration of bon, mem-
ers.

Mr. PIESSE (Toodyay) [5.50]: I am opposed
to the motion, principally on the ground that
the equal distribution represents a menace
to the farming districts. If we accept the
testimony of the Firemen and Engine-driv-
ers’ Union it is also imposing a serious finan-
cial loss on the Railway Department.

Hon. P. Collier: We ghonld not have to
depend on engive-drivers for information
which the Commissioner of Railways ought
to supply.

Mr. PIESSE: We have also the Commis-
atonecr's report to the effect that the Com-
missioner has always been against the free
use of Collie coal.

Hon, P. Collier: Will the hon. member in-
Qicate where one may find that report?

Mr. PIESSE: I cannot show it in print,
nevertheless the leader of the Opposition
knows it is true that the Commissioner of
Railways has been opposed to the free use of
Collie ¢oal.
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Hon. P. Collier: The Commissioner would
not use Collie coal at all if he could avoid
it.

Mr. PIESSE: It is useless for the leader
of the Opposition o attempt to side track
this question, knowing as he does that it is
imposgsible for me to supply the documentary
evidence he has agked for. Let us view the
question from all standpoints.

Hon. P. Collier: You are viewing it from
the sparking standpoint.

Mr. PIESSE: No, I am taking it from the
broadest possible standpeint.

Hon, T. Walker: The Toodyay standpoint.

Mr. PIESSE: We have suffered very se-
verely in Toodyay from Collie coal. I ecan
produce documentary evidence showing tbat
we had a fire on a 15-mile front in the Tood-
yay district, and that it would have been
repeated this year but for the consideration
extended by the Comnnissioner of Railways
in respect of the use of Neweastle ecoal on
that short spur line; otherwise we would
have been burned out from one end of the
district to the other. I do not want hon,
members to misunderstand me; I do not op-
pose the use of Cellic coal as a whole, but
T oppose the use of certain clusses of it in
a district where it has already proved a
serious loss to the farming industry.

Hon, P. Coliier: That is the greatest rub-
bish ever uttered, Where is the evidence
that this coal came from Collie?

Mr. PIESSE: 1 saw it myself. Only a
fortnight ago the locomotive drawing a
train on which I was travelling lit the c¢oun-
try in 17 places within two miles. One of
the fires thus started ran a distance of half
a mile.

Hon. P. Collier: That is Collie coal in
gencral. It does not affect the point at
issue.

Mr. PIESSE: We have the testimony of
the Engine-drivers’ and Firemen’s TUnion,
which I proposed to read. I venture fo say
that this circolar submitted to members con-
tains more knowledge of the practical use
of Collie coal than does the whele of the
Opposition. We have here the testimony
of men who know the sericus effects of the
use of this coal on the locomotives, and
know the danger it entails on the firemen
and drivers themselves. There is no deny-
ing the fact that the coal from some of the
mines at Collie is of a very harmful nature,
imposing heavy work on the firemen, and,
further than that, lighting the country.

Mr. O’Loghlen: Bunny is all right, but
save us from the coal.

My, PTESSE: The hon, member is as near
a bunny as anyone could get. He simply
gropes through the country as a bunny does.
May I be permitted to read an extract from
this circulart It is a reliable documenti and
well worthy of its place in the records of
the House, beeause on this important sub-
peet it is due to those men that their views
should be recorded in ‘‘Hansard,’’ seeing
that those views are baged on an experience
which it i8 beyond any member of the House

to obtain, Let us take the cost of the coal.
On this point this circular reads as fol-
lowg:—
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Again, the quantity of this coal which

is consumed per train mile renders it a

most expensive article compared with Pro-

prietary coal, and on consumption two of
them cost the State 2s. 1034d. per ton more
than Proprietary, and the other 1Is, 2d.
per ton, Thus, the railways are paying
23. 10%44d. per ton more for an article of
an inferior nature which exposes the counn-
try io more risks and which is in- every
way inferior to other coal produced ou
the same field. These prices are oaly
computed where the coal is wsed near the
mines under the best conditions. We re-
peat that the compulsion of 50 per cent.

of this stuff on our railway system s

wrong and should not be allowed to eom-

tinue.
Here we have the festimony of the men as to
the cost of the coal. [t is clear that the de-
partmeni iz loging cansiderably by the use
of Collic ¢oal other than Proprietury coal.
I hold ne brief for the Proprietary mine.

Hon. P. Collier: You are holding a brief
for an industrial union of workers just now.

Mr. PIESSE: When this circular was pre-
pared these men bad nothing more in mind
than an honest desire to secure a fair deal.
There is another paragraph in this circular
which I propose to read. The sparking ot
this coal goes on to an alarming extent. It
has been stated that it is impossible to so
construct the locomotives as te prevent
gparking. I myself have been shown a fire
box half full of Coilie coal ash. When New-
castle eoal, which is very superior to Collie
eoal, iz burned there is not a tithe of the ash
left by our own cozl. We eannot get better
testimony than we have before the House in
this circular. Tt shows that the coal field
does possess a good workable coal.

Mr. Green: Who produced the report?

Mr. PIESSE: Tt is signed by the general
president, the vice-president, and the geuc:ral
geeretary of the Drivers and Firemen’s Union.

Mr. Green: You are reading it.

Mr. PIESSE: It contains valuable infor-
wation, and it should be rvead to the House.
Let us take the agreement entered into by the
Scaddan Government as to equal orders. I am
sorry the Minister did not tell the Honse he
wag prepared to cancel the agreement as he
should have dome, because there is no justifi-
cation for it. The hon, member has stated that
there will be a monopoly if the orders are given
to the Proprietary mine. As soon as anyone
brings in any scund argument or shows any
solution of any trouble, members opposite trot
out the monopoly business.

Mr. O’Loghlen: If you had put your life’s
savings in 2 mine, would you not cry outt

Mr. PIESSE: Trials have been made on
separate lines with this coal. *

Mr. O'Loghlen: Who knows the most ahont
the subject, the drivers or the Commigsion?

Mr. PIESSE: The drivers have said again
and again that serious damage has been dome
to locomotives throvgh the use of Collie coal,
and that serious loss has been sustained by the
department. As to the question of equal
orders, it is in the best interests of the State
and of the finances of the department that the
agreement should be cancelled, and the orders
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for coal given principally to the mines which
can produce good workable fuel, Where it is
possible to use inferior coal on the suburhan
lines without serious damage to the locomo-
tives, I say it should be used. 'This is not
the time for sentiment. If a man chooses to
put his money into the mines is it the duty
of the State to continue to use the coal those
mines are producing, although it is an inferior
article? I say ‘*No,’’

Mr. O’Loghlen: What is the Commissioner
doing under the agreement? He has power
to close up any mines he likes.

The Minister for Railways: A pretty chance
he would have of deing it.

Mr, PIESSE: No doubt the Commissioner
would have to pay a little compensation, but
it would be just as well. Members cannot shut
their eyes to the report of the Commission,

The Minister for Railways: Three months’
notice hasg to be given to terminate the agree-
ment.

Mr. PIESSE: We are practically through
the summer now, and it does not affect the
farming community so much to-day as it wonld
have done two months ago, but T hope before
next summer a new arrangement will have been
come to by which the Government will be able
to nse the best coal,

Mr, O'Loghlen: Why have they been burning
Collie coal for the last three weeks?

Mr. PIESSE: Because there is no other to
bura. 1t is the duty of members to make
themselves aequainted closely with the whole
of this subjeet.

Hon. P. Collier: It is a pity thdt you did
not make yourself aequainted with it.

Mr. PIESSE: But I have,

Ion, P. Collier: You have not the slightest
idea on the subject.

Ar. PIESSE: The lhon. member, Mr. Collier,
ig the Minister who signed the agreement, and
ha should be jolly well ashamed of himself.
Why did he sign it? Because there were mem-
bers of unions tickling him up and he had not
the courage to go against them.

Hon. P. Collier: What unions tickled you up
on thig subject?

Mr, PIESSE: I would not be under such an
obligation as the leader of the Opposition is to
any union.

Hon. P. Collier: T never twisted or the even-
ing of an election like you did.

Mr, Green: You got down on your belly to
a new party.

Mr. PIESSE: I am sorry the leader of the
Opposition thinks fit to speak in that strain,
hecause it does not become him.

Hon. T. Walker: What about your reproach
of honesty?

Mr. PIESSE: It is justified. The hon.
member has made interjections, and I feel
justified in returning a Roland for an Oliver.
T hope the Government will see fit to amend
the agrecment, and give due consideration to
all mines as far as the consumption of coal
is concerned, so long as it dves not mean any
serious loss to the Government or to the farm-
ing eommumrity.

Mr. ROCKE (South TFremantle) ([6.8]:
Through the conrtesy of the Minister for
Mines I was enabled to visit the Collie coal
fields and I came back better able to consider
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the report of the Royal Commission than be-
fore T went down and I am now better able to
cast an intelligent vote on this impertant and
vital subject. The question before the House
is not a parochial one, it is one that concerns
the State. It concerns the mining industry of
the State. I have had considerable experience
in the uge of Collie coal and other coals so
that T feel I ean speak with some little confi-
dence, I have read carefully portions of the
evidenee given by men who have been using
Collie coal and I find there iz much to be said
in favour of the coal which is condemned by
the railway men. There is no doubt whatever
from what I have heard and read that the Rail-
way Department have been receiving coal that
is not of first class quality, To any reilway
men ¢r engincer who has to use unclean eoal I
extend my sympathy, I know what it means, I
do not think unclean coal has been received by
the department to the extent which this House
in some quarters has been led to helieve. I be-
lieve that doring the day that the Parliament-
ary party visited Collie there were five trucks
of coal condemned. I admit that I did not see
that coal, I wish I had. Other members of the
party said that they saw the coal that waa con-
demned and that it came from the Proprietary
mine. Had that coal got into use on the rail-
ways there is not much doubt but that it would
have been charged against one of the other
mines, certainly not the Proprietary mine.

The Minister for Works: How do yom
justify that statement?

Mr. RCCKE: DBecause there is a prejudice
against the other mines,

The Minister for Works: I suppose you
know that every truck is marked with the col-
liery from which it eomes.

Mr. ROCKE: How does an engineer know
where it comes from when he has it on his ten-
der? This eoal was in the Collie railway yard ¥
understand. With reference to the equal dis-
tribution which seems to be the great question
before the House, we have bgen told that the
Government do not intend to create a momo-
poly. It stands to reason that if we have such a
distribution as we are led to believe it is the
intention of the Government to make, a mono-
poly will be created by reason of the law of
cause and effect. It means that if a mine other
than the Proprietary have not sofficient Gov-
ernment orders to keep them going, it is only
a matter of a very little while when the orders
will be taken up by others enjoying the larger
share of the Government business, So that a
monopoly is created. It will then be a matter
of closing down the mines at the will of the
Propristary company. A monopoly will be
created whether it is the intention of the Gov-
ernment to create one or not. The matter of
the hundred thousand pounds paid by the Gov-
ernment is money well spent seeing that it is
expended within the State. If we were import-
ing coal from Newcastle we wounld be creating
dividends for the large shipping companies,
but in skpporting the Collie coal industry we
are supporting something which is of the
greatest importance to the State. Some of ihe
coal mioes at Collie produce soft conl and some

hard coal.
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Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.30 p.m.

Mr. ROCKE: Beforc tea I was dealing
with the faet that the Collie coalfield pro-
duced the two necessary qualities of coal,
hard- and soft. It has been proved in evi-
dence that the admixture of these qualities
produces a good steam coal which I think is
evidence that the House might aceept in
favour of the argument for equal distribn-
tion of the Government orders, With refer-
ence to the interjection by the Minister
for Works relating te the fact that one mine
suppoesed to be c¢lean might be immune
from blame for unclean coal being sent
therefrom, I find that the report substanti-
ates what I have already said. The por-
tieon I refer to reads—

We have found, however, cn closer in-
vostigation, that some of the drivers are
unable to distinguizsh the coal from the
diffcrent seams. In many cases they can
distinguish whether the coal belongs to a
certain group or not, and very often it
is found that the coal mine is incorrceily
guessed. A number of the drivers have
admitted this in evidence. TUnder these
cireumstances the question arises as to
whether there is not a good deal of ‘‘give
a dog a bad name.”’

That is evidence from the Royal Commission
whieh we carnot lose sight if. I have al-
recady spoken of the prejudice existing
againgt Collie coal, and from experienes I
find that it takes extra labour as well as
extra coal to produce the same amount of
steam ag it i3 possible to get from Newcastle
coal. But I think that difficulty might be
overcome by allowing the firemen 2 little
incrcase of pav when they are using Collie
coal which i3 not up to the mark. There
is also evidence in the report to prove that
the Commissioner has power even to seal
up a seam which has heen proved to be unclean
and not up to sample. If that is ap, it
would be an easy matter for the Commis-
sioner of Railways to prevent unclean coal
going to the railways. 1 found on my in-
vestigations at Collie recently that it was
much easier to detect the shale in the coal
in the mine. When it once gets mixed with
the broken coal it is very hard to pick out.
It was pointed out by miners there that it
would be an easy matter teo blast out first
the lower portion of the seam and then drop
the band down and throw it back into the
““gob’’ and then =fter that drop the upper
portion. It is only when portions of the band
hecome mixed with the coal that trouble arises.
I saw some coal going over the picking belt
at the pit’s mouth, and I saw shale pass
three men before it was detected by the in-
spector. That “shows that once shale gets
into the coal it is very hard to detect it,
and have it removed. But if the companies
will guarantce to remove the band separ-
ately and not allow it to hecome mixed
with the coal, T think the diffculty eof un-
clean coal so far as that one mine is con-
cerned, will he overcome. We have heard
something about a new seam which has been
opened np in the Westralia mine. With
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other members of the party, 1 was shown
that seam. It is 40 feet above the seam
which is heing worked now, and it is said to
Le vlean voal, having high steaming proper-
ties. [f that is so it will be easy for the
Gommissioner to refuse to take coal from
that mine except it be from that seam, and
] helieve the proprietors would readily agrec
to supply that coal. Some comment has been
made to-day with reference to the risk
which farmers run on account of the loco-
motives using Cellie coal. I think tbat that
risk van easily be minimised by the plough-
ing of a fire break around the farming
properties. [ understand from farmers with
whom 1| have had conversations that this is
an inexpensive thing to do, and that it is
worth while to do it. One mau told me that
by undertaking this work in a systematic

way he has been immune from
firea for the 15 years he has been
in  Western Australia, whilst his neigh-

hours have been burnt out more than once.
One member said thizs afternoon that the risk
so far as farmers were concerned is practi-
vally nil now, because the season is so far
advanced. If that is so it is another reason,
I think, why we might continue as we are
poing. The motion as moved by the member
for Forrest does not commit the Government
very much, It simply says in effect that we
will go on as we are doing for the time being,
and it would be an easy matter to review the
pogition and revise it at the coneclusion of the
war. If the Government decide to give this
limited monopoly to the one mine, that, T
think, would ke ruinous not only to the peo-
ple of Collie and to the mineowners themselves,
but to many of our West Australian industries.
We have found it impossible lately to obtain
shipping space for coal from the Eastern
States, and we have the right to suppose that
it will be harder in the near future to obtain
that space. That being the case, the closing
down of the mines at Collie with the one ex-
cention, will prove detrimental. Tt seems to
me that the fact of giving such a large pro-
portion of the Government order to one mine
will mean the cloging down of the other mines,
I do not see how they will be able to go on.
I believe that in supporting the motion for
the adoption of this report I shall be acting
in the hest interests of the State, and I com-
mend the motion to the careful consideration
of members. T am very sorry that a larper
party did not visit the mines when the oppor-
tunity was given to them recently, and see at
first hand just what was to he seen there. If
more memhbers had gone down the House would
have been better able te understand the posi-
tion. Reference has also been made to the
fact that a large number of workers have left
Collie for the war front. That I know is a
fact, and those men have received promises
that they will he able to resume their work
when they return. If the Government decide
they will not centinue the equal distribution
of their orders, it will simply mean that the
promiges made to those men will not be kept.
That also is an argement why we should go
on as we are Aoing at the present time.

Mr. MULLANY (Menzies) [7.43]): After
careful consideration T find that I shall not
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Le able to support cither.the motion moved by
the member tor Forrest or the amendment
moved by the member for Geraldton. If hon.
members will analyse both the motion and the
amewdment, many of them will find themselves
in the same pasition. The motion if adopted
as wmoved by the member for Forrest, will per-
mit the Government to carry out the whole of
the recommendations of the Royal Commission,
which sat recently to inquire into the Collie
coal industry. Many members keenly desire
that there shall he an equal distribution of
arders, yet 1 do not think there is one mem-
ber in this House who would desire to com-
mit the Government to carry out all the recom-
mendations of the Royal Commission. With-
out going dJdeeply into that matter, there is
one recommendation, No. 177, that T would
like to quote. [t states—

We recommend that one shilling per ton
be added to the cquitable price of Collie coal
in view of its value as an insurance,

1t is admitted that the production of Collie
voal in Western Awnstralia or in Collie is un-
dovbtedly an insurance, or of value as an in-
surance to keep our industries going if sup-
plies of coal from overseas should cease.
There is a company at Collie who, although
they are entitled to participate in the earrying
out of the agreemeat with the Commissioner,
are unable to do so, I understand are being
paid up to 25, per ton by companies who are
producing coal, and who farm the order out
to them. If the companies can afford te pay
25, per ton to gain additional orders, is the
House going to deliberately recominend to the
tiovernment that they should, in addition, pay
these people another 1s. per ton insurance
value upon that coal? I am illustrating this
to point out to members where they would be
led if this motion were ecarried in its entirety.
If we carry the amendment we are still com-
nitting ourselves to many other of the recom-
inendations of the Commission to whiech un-
doubtedly the House would not agree. The mem-
ner for Forrest (Mr., O’Loghlen) will admit
that if he could get the ome paragraph which
the member for Geraldton objects to, he would
not be concerned about any of the others. I
believe that the whole question way be boiled
down to three main issues. The first issue is
ag to whether it is worth while, as a businesa
proposition, for Western Australia to endeav-
our to foster the production of coal in the
Statc to the extent that has been the case in
the past. The second issue is as to whether,
under the agreement that is in operation to-
day, it is not possible to secure a more effee-
tive ipspection of the coal that is being de-
livered to the Railway Department,

Hon. P. Cotlier: Of course it ia.

Mr. MULLAXNY: I believe it would be diffi-
cult, but even thomgh it may mean the em-
ployment of an army of inspectors, 1 think
it would pay the State to employ such men.
Here we want a definition from the Minister
for Works as to what constitutes an army of
men. Probably not a great many inspectors
would be required, if we could depend upon
every inspector doing his duty and the work
that he would be paid for. The member for
Forrest points out that if the production of
con! were to cease in Western Australia, our



s

industries and our railway system would be
entirely dependent upon coal from the East-
ern States, and that in the event of industrial
trouble in those States, we would be dJealing
with only one company, which wounld be able
to enforce any terms that it desired, Thia un-
doubtedly would not be satisfactory to West-
ern Australia.

The Minister for Railways: It is not pro-
posed to deal with only one company.

Mr. MULLANY: The member for For-
rest stressed that point strongly. He said—

If the proposal which has recently been
given prominence is given effect to, it will
not only concentrate in the hands of one
firm the entire coal consumption of the
Railway Department, but it will mean the
dismissal of some 300 men.

I believe this number has since been altered
to 200 men, but the principle still remains
the same.

And, later on, when the supply is safely

in the hands of that one firm they will be

able to dictate their own terms as to the

selling price of coal.
That appears to bhe an effeetive argument
and onc which carries weight. In my opinion,
however, the resolution carried in Collie at
the public meeting held there reecently has to
a great extent undermined the effect of the
argument. I regret exceedingly that the peo-
ple of Collie, the ¢oal owners, the miners and
the business people, were so ill-advised as to
carry that resolution. It is a pity they did
not allow this disenssion to be brought before
the House and the question to be dealt with
purely on its merits, instead of a pistol be-
ing held at the Govermmnent and the Govern-
ment being told—these are the terms of the
resolution—

That the Premier, the Minister for Mines
and Railways, and the Commisgioner for
Railways, be notified that after Wednesday
next, if the system of equal distribution
of orders and shortages is not -given effect
to by that date, drastic action will be taken
to enforce same.

I want to know from the member for Forrest
exactly what is meant by ‘‘drastic action?’’

Mr. O’Loghlen: If you knew the feeling
down there you would understand.

The Minister for Works: Probabiy they
intend to stop work,

Mr. MULLANY: T ask the hon. member
if he can give the House any information on
the point?

Hon. P. Collier:
rived at a gimilar threatening
nearly six months ago.

Mr. MULLANY: I am dealing with this
particular resolution. TIf the member for
Forrest. as mover of the motion—and he
is no doubt in the confidence of the Collie
people in the matter—cannot give this House
information, I must aceept the definition
placed uwpon it by the Minister for Works,
namely, that the people intend to stop work
and to cease supplving coal. How can the
member for Forrest come here and put up
such an argument as was contained in hig
speech, namely, that it would be favouring

The enginc-drivers ar-
resolution
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a monopoly and might put the State into the
position that, in the event of the supply of
coal ceasing they would have to resort to
only onec or two companics? By this resolu-
tion the people of Collie have threatened the
State that if the terma are not agreed to the
supply of coal will cease, That is what this
reselution means. T regret that the whole
of the Collie people did not allow this motivn
to be moved and debated on its merits before
this threatening attitude was adopted. T am
not going to allow this to influence my vote
upon the question. I will not support
either the motion or the amendment in
its present form and I believe that very few
members of the Hounse will do so. Seeing
the great amount of dissatisfaction which has
undoubtedly existed for many years over the
Collie coal question, it is time that the Govy-
ernment took action. I would not say that
the Governinent would be deing right in
giving all their orders to ene or two mines.
The Minister for Railways: Certainly not,

Mr. MULLANY: My tdea is that the Gov-
ernment should insist upon a more effective
inspection and that these coal mining com-
panies, when they enter inte a conmtract,
should carry it out both in the spirit and
the letter. Tf this is impossible, I want to
echo a remark made by the member for
Forrest in an interjection, when he siated
that this was a time for justice, I agree
with him, and say it is a time when we should
see that not only the Collic miners and mine
owners, and business people as a whole, bat
that the railway system alse got justice, T
believe that up to date the State has not
had justice in its dealings with the. coal mine
owners of Collie. I should like to see some
modifiecation of the motion as originally
moved, and something in the shape of a re-
commendation to the Government to see clint
a new agreement is brought into operation hy
which it will be possible, if they are satis:
fied that they cannot carry out the present
agreement, to have justice done to all parties.

Hon. P, COLLIER (Boulder) [7.55]: The
Collie distriet, and the coal industry of the
State, have experienced many vicissitudes of
fortune during the 20 years of their strenuous
life. There have passed through the House
many keen supporters, and likewise several
strong opponents of the ise of pur pative coals,
and the latest Daniel to come to judgment is
the hon. member for Toodyay {Mr. Piesse).
He has awakened this evening from his Rip-
van-Winkle-like slumber of many years to pro-
nonnce judgment on this all important matter,
but he was unable to give the House the bene-
fit of his opinion on the matter, and all his
profound knowledge of the intricacies of the
subject, without casting a slur upon my cour-
age. He informed the House that during the
time I was Minister for Railways I had in-
augurated a system for the equal distribution
of railway orders amongst the companies be-
cause L[ had not the courage to stand up
against the Collie Miners’ Union. The charge
of lack of courage coming from an hon. mem-
ber who showed such a remarkable and extra-
ordinary agility in somersaulting from one
party to another in 24 hours, in order that he
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might retain his seat in the House, is indeed
strange. Having regard to the hon. member’s
own political record of courage, very little
attention need be paid to this charge. What is
the result of the hon. member’s investigations
into the subject? He comes to the House and
makes vague references to some reports of the
Rajlway Commissioner in regard to the in-
ferior quality of some of the Collie coals, but
does not quote or produce the reports, or give
us any indication as to where they are to be
found. The hon. member, above all hon. mem-
bers, comes to the House and quotes as con-
clugive evidence, and the last word on the sub-
ject, the declaration made by the Locomotive
Engine Drivers and Firemen's Union in this
morning ’s paper., This subje¢t had never oc-
curred to the hon. member during all the years
he has been in the House but he woke up this
morning, rubbed his eyes, and read that in-
formation in the paper.

Mr. Piesse: Do you think if is false?

Hon, P. COLLIER: I will deal with that
afterwards. The hon. member produced as his
final authority the statement of a frade
union. Never since I have known the hon. mem-
ber, or other hon. members who are taking the
same view on this subject, has he attached any
value or importance to any document produced
by any Labour union of the State, When we
have this record of the hon. member’s new.
born zeal, love and admiration for the state-
ments of the locomotive drivers’ union, we are
justified in viewing it with a little more than
suspicion. Why did not the hon. member pro-
duce reports or recommendations from some
anthoritative source? Did he hring forward, in
support of his wild, ridiculous and reckless
statements regarding the liability of some of
the coals to spark, the report of the Commis-
sioner of Railways, who ought to know and
ought to he an authority on the subject? Did
he produce any evidence, or quote from the
statements of the Minister for Railways in re-
gard to the matter? Did he refer to the Royal
Comumission, which sat for nearly two years,
and spent a considerable sum of money in in-
vestigating the matter? Did be go to any of
these sources for his information? No! He dis-
carded the whole lot of them. Sufficient for
him that the Locomotive Drivers’ Union gave
certain information, as it is alleged in the re-
port, and he has accepted their statements. Tn
the course of doing so, the hon. member availed
himself of the oppertunity to state that my
action in regard to this matter some six years
age was dishonest—that my action in institnt-
ing this equal distribution of orders was dis-
honest. I ask the hon. member whether he con-
gidera that my action on that occasion was dis-
honest? T Ao not really know what he means
by dishonest; I should be pleased if he were
less ambiguous about the matter. But even if
my action was unwise, as he now eclaimg, why
has he been s0 neglectful of his duty for six
vears as to slumber in this House and not pro-
test against that actiont The hon. member haa
been guilty of a gross dereliction of duty in
gitting in this House for so long and allowing
the country to be plundered in this manner—
or allowing an unwise policy to be pursued
without a word of protest from him. So that
his belated, eleventh-hour protest to-might will
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earry no weight whatever, I am rather inclined
to think the hon. member never heard of the
subject previously. I do not believe he knew
whether there was equal distribution of orders
or any other poliey in operation, until he was
informed by interested parties in this country
during the past day or two. He evidently knows
the attitnde of the Railway Commissioner in
this matter. He said the Commissioner had pro-
tested to me, and ali the rest, while I was in
office. How does the hon. member know that?
Has he heen in consultation with the Commis-
sioner of Ruailways on this subject? The in-
formation is not to be found in the official re-
ports available to members of thia House.
Therefore T ask the hon. member whether he
has been in conference with the Railway Com-
missioner in order to become enlightened, or he
prompted, on this matter? From his statement
it would appear that that was so. That is all
1 have to say with regard to the hon. member.
I am glad that the air of uncertainty and
mystery which has surrounded this guestion dur-
ing the past few months has at Jast been cleared
up. We have to-night a definite pronouncement
from the Government as to their attitede on
this question. [t has been uncertain—although
T believe it has been known in inner ecireles, it
has not been known to the general publie—
whether the Government were going fto con-
tinue the policy of equal distribution or were
going to make the altered distribution an-
nounced by the Minister for Railways to-night.
We have it now clearly stated that the policy
of the Government is to depart from the prin-
ciple of equal distribution which has been in
operation for six years, and to revert to the
old principle of allowing the Commissioner of
Railways to tauke the great bulk of the coal
from one partieular mine. In view of the
fact—as T believe it to be—that thig decision
was arrived at by the Government some weeks
ago, it would have heen fairer to the people
of Collie if the Minister for Railways had re-
frained from going through the performance
of visiting Collie, allegedly with an open mind,
only last week in order to investigate and
learn for himseif the facts of the case, whilst
all the time the verdiet was signed, sealed, and
delivered so far as the Government are con-
cerned, Notwithstanding that position, the
Minister for Railways visited Collie accom-
panied by a large number of hon. members.
T think the Minister might have been more
frank with the people of Collie and with the
public gencrally, and have told them of the
cituation before he went to Collie, The Min-
ister went to some trouble to inform the House
regarding the assistance, or something in the
nature of spoon feeding—although the hon.
gentleman did not use that word—which Collie
has received from the Government in recent
vears. He instanced the increased price paid
for Collie coal sinee the end of 1916—an in-
crease of Gl per ton, As another instance of
spoon feeding, he gave the remission of royalty
hy the Government during the life of the Collie
coal fields. But the Minister, while pointing
out the increase given to Collie coal, did not
inform the House of the much greater increasc
in the price of Newcastle coal. There is an
idea in the minds of many people here that
Collie coal has been unduly subsidised or
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spoon-fed at the expense of the taxpayers of
this country ever since Collie has been in ex-
istence. But if they will turn to the reports
of the Commissioner of Railways they will find
that during the past 10 years—since 1908—
whilst the price paid by the Railway Depart-
ment for Newcastle coal has inereased by no
less than 11s. per ton, the price of Collie coal,
eovering the same period, has increased by
only 4s. per ton; and nearly 2s. of that 4s.
represents quite a recent inerease, It is just
ag well the public should be acquainted with
that fact. They are under the impression that
the price of Collie coal has been rising beyond
its value. If that is so, then the price of New-
castle coal has risen by 100 per cent, more,
and has risen preatly beyond its value as well.
Ten years ago the price of Collie coal was
9s. 3d. per ton, whilst the price of Neweastle
was 17s, 9d. per ton. To-day the relative
prices are 28s. 8d. for Newcastle, representing
an increase of 1ls, 1d.; and 11s, 3d.—which
T helieve is now 13s. 5d.—for Collie coal, re-
presenting an increase of 4s, per ton, The
Minister for Railways said that Collie had
had a bonws of practically £64,000 in the form
of remissions of royalty and increased prices
during its existence; but I want to show that
it is an undeniable fuct that the opening up
of the Collie coal fields has saved this State,
through its Railway Department, hundreds of
thounsands of pounds, Before Collie was
opened up, the Railway Department were pay-
ing 28s. per ton for Newecastle ecoal.  After
Collie had heen successfully opened up, the
price of Neweastle coal came down to about
19, per ton,

The Minister for Works: It was 13s. 7d. in
my time.

Hon. P. COLLIER: A
crense, then,

The Minister for Works:
difference in quality.

Hon. P. COLLIER: Of course. That goes
without saying. But, according to the rela-
tive values of the two coals, even allowing for
that factor, the opening up of the coal fields
of this State has saved the Railway Depart-
ment hundreds of thousands of pounds. The
Collie coal fields have acted as a policeman,
as it were ,to the colliery proprietors in the
Fastern States. That is borne out by the faet
that the price of Newcastle coal eame down
from 28s. to something like 15s., as the Min-
jster for Works has said, during his tenure of
the office of Commissioner of Railways.

The Minister for Railways: When was the
price 2857

Hon. P. COLLTER: Prior to the opening up
of the Collie coal fields,

The Minister for Works: Yes; but how long
hefored

Hon, P. COLLTER: Just before,

The Minister for Works: No. Purther back
than that.

Hon. P. COLLIER: The Minister can have
it five years earlier, or 10 years earlier, if he
likes. The plain fact is that the opening up
of the Collie fields di? reduce the price of
Newcastle coal as I have said. At least, that
is the information supplied to me whilst I was
in charge of the Railway Department. Next,
with regard to the contract or agreement. The

gtill greater de-

But there is the

[ASSEMBLY.]

Minister for Railways says that when the
Collie people entered into an undertaking or
a contract to supply coal at, I think,
10s. Gd.

The Minjater for Railways: Eleven shillings’

Hon. P. COLLIER: They subsequently, at
the end of 1916, insisted upon an inecrease of
6d. per ton. The Minister instanced that fact
as proving that the Collie coal owners had
broken their contraet or agreement.

The Minister for Railwaya: I did not sug-
gest that. That inerease was given without
compulsion. The additional 1s. 11d., how-
ever, was otherwise,

Hon., P. COLLIER: The Minister advanced
that as evidence that the Collie peopls were
not prepared to stand by their agreement or
their contract, but were anxious to depart
from it whenever they could do so to their
advantage. However, the Collie pecople are
not the only people who have departed from
contracts in this connection. I have here in
the Commission’s report the statement, which
I suppose is authentic—

Appendix XXXT. In May, 1915, arrange-
ments were completed with the Collie Dis-
trict Collieries Defence Association whereby
all existing contracts for the supply of Collie
coal to the Railway Department were ex-
tended until three months after the cessation
of the war.

That was an honourable contract made by the
Railway Department with the Collie people—
that the existing conditions of contract should
prevail until three years after the war. Is
that contract to be treated as o serap of paper?
The Government come forward and ask the
House to support them in repudiating that con-
tract entered into for that time.

The Minister for Railways: The contract
conditions have been entirgly altered hy the
raising of the price.

Hon. W. €. Angwin: The price was raised
before.

Hon, P. COLLIER: Let me tell the Minister
that the Government at the end of 1916 in-
creaged the price by 6d. per ton. But they
need not have done that. They did it volun-
tarily. They dould have stoed by their rights
under the coniract, and not have inereased the
price. I do mot know the circumstances sur-
rounding the increase, but it is quite evideut
that the Government raised the price freely
and voluntarily.

The Minister for Railways: The Royal Com-
nmission recommended an increase by way of
msurance.

Hen. P. COLLIEB: But the Government
were not obliged to accept the Royal Commis-
sion’s reconmendation. The Minister justifies
that increase by the recommendation of the
Royal Commission. But he goes on to re-
pudiate the Royal Commission’s recommenda-
tion as {0 equal distribution of orders. Is the
Minister to be free to select whatever portions
of the Royal Commission’s report suit hia
argument and to reject other portions which
do not suit hiy argument? Now we have the
statement published this morning by the
Locomotive Engine-drivers, Firemen’s, and
Cleaners’ Union: and T wish to protest right
at once against vhat T conceive to be the un-
fair tactics adopted by that body. Hon. mem-
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bers have before them a circnlar letter bearing
yesterday's date. I wish to know why the
organisation held vp an important statement
of this kind until the morning of the day on
whick the subject is set down for diseussion
in the House? Ts it not with the object of
influgn¢ing members to their point of view with-
out giving the other party to the dispute an
opportunify of replying to their contentions?

Mr, Piesse: It is an honest statement.

Hon. P. COLLIER: The hon. member i3 not
a judge of honesty, either as to statements or
otherwise. 1 contend the statement is not
correct or true in many partienlars. To any
man who will read the statement with an un-
biasged, impartial mind, it carries its own refu-
tation, because it is full of reckless assertions
backed np hy noi one scrap of evidence. It
is a most astonishing thing that to-night we
find this important matter is going to be de-
cided by the Locomotive Engine-drivers,’ Fire-
men's, and Cleaners’ Union. The member for
Menzies {Mr. Mullany) rightly protests against
the resolution carried at Collie the other evenm-
ing as to the attitude the miners there will take
in order to force the adoption of their own
views in this matter. But the hon. member
must bhe aware of the fact that the other wnion
which is a party to the dispnte earried months
ago a similar resolution, that they would refuse
to use the coal. That was long before the
Collie resolution was earried.

The Minister for Railways: That other reso-
Intion of which you speak has never been pub-
lished.

Mr. Piesse: Tt has never heen forwarded to
members of this House.

Hon. P. COLLIER: I do not know that there
ie any secret ahout that other resolution. Tt
inflnential persons in

was forwarded to

this conntry. It was forwarded to the
labour organisations of this State, a
derision, or a communication couveying

their deeision, that they would refuse to nse
these coals to which they objected. So, ap-
parently, this gquestion of the development
of our native coals is to be decided as be-
tween the Miners’ Union on the ome hand
and the Engine-drivers’ Union on the other.
We have teached a nice stage in the gov-
erninent of the country when the unicns are
to decide what coal is to be used. What is
the view of the Commissioner of Railways
on this question at the preseni time? Here
we have a position in which the locomotive
drivers are to control the policy of the Gov-
ernment in regard to the use of Collie coal
We have bhad the spectacle of an hon. mem-

ber quoting the opinions of an organisation, .

which, by-the-way. he quoted so that it
might be embalmed in the pages of ‘‘Han-
sard’’—and even though we are retrench-
ing in our printing T would ask the Treas-
vrer to see that it is sent on to the Gov-
ernment Lithographer and artistically 2n-
graved as well. The hon. member asked the
House to swallow everv one of the state-
ments made in that document which ap
peared in the mewspaper this morning, with-
out the backing of the regponsible officers
of the department. Have we come to a
stage where the Commissioner of Railways
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and other responsible officers are sitting
back in this matter and endeavouring to
achieve the object they have in view by
the nse of the Engine-drivers’ Union? That
statement which appeared in this morning’s
paper ought not to have been published. Tt
i3 a most damaging document, damaging to
one of our principal industries, not only to
one or two mines, but to one of our principal
primary industries. ‘They say in a reckless
fashion, without regard to facts or evidence,
that vertain of the coals are full of dust and
stone.  They falk about the liability te
sparking, the effect the c¢oal has on the
boilers, and a hundred and one other ques-
tions. Do we know that the other coal com-
panics likely to benefit by announcements
of this kind are not going to broadeast this
dovument all over the world? We can casily
imagine that in England and other parts
where an endeavour is heing made to give
Collie roal a footing om the markets, respon-
sihle persons who have the decision on the
matter will have placed bhefore them the
statements which appeared in this morn.
ing’s paper. I say the union had no right
to publish spch reckless statements without
regard te faets. Tt secems to me that the
anthors of this document twere actuated, not
s0 much by a desire to have the Railway
Department cease to take coal from some
of these mines, as by a desire to boost and
advertise another particnlar mine in the
same district. Not only do they libe! the
coals from some of the collieries, but ther
go out of their way to give a free advertise-
ment to another coal mine in that distriet.

Mr. Piesse: Will vou make that statement
outside?

Hon, P. COLLIER: I do not propose to
take any notice of the interjections of the
hon. member who has oniy to-day wakened
np after six years of slumber. The hon.
member is snddenly taking a keen interest
in_the Collic coal question. T wonder whyt

Mr. Piesse: You know T have not been
asleep.

Hen, P. COLLIER: The hon. member has
been asleep, but some persons more deeply
interested in this matter have been awake
and have prodded him into wakefulness. Lt
us see what this union says. Listen to this—

Again, the quantity of this coal which

is consumed per train mile renders it a

most expensive article compared with Pro-

prietary cozl, and on consumption two of
them cost the State 2s. 10144, per ton
more than Proprietary, and tile other 1s.

2141, per ton. Thus, the Railways are

paying 2s. 1014d. per ton more for an ar-

ticle of an inferior nature which exposes
the country to more risks and which is in
every way inferior to other coal produced
on the same field. These prices are onlv
computed where the coal is used near the
mines, under the best conditions. We re-
peat that the compuision of 50 per cent.
of this stuff on our railway system is
wrong and shounld not be allowed to con-
tinue.

The Railways are said to bhe paying 2s,

10%d. per ton more for an inferior article.
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Where did the authors of this document get
ithe figureat If the Railway Department has
been paying 2s. 10%d. per ton more than
they have been paying for the other coals,
it was the duty of the Commissioner to in-
form the House in his anual report. What
is the Commissioner doing in regard to his
duty in this matter? He makes no refer-
ence to it in his annual reports for the past
five years. Only once do I find there any
reference to the question.

The Minister for Works: He got tired of
complaining,

Hon. P. COLLIER: He did not. If these are
the facts regarding the relative valnes of
the different coals, it was the duty of the
Commissioner to present those facts in his
report or, alternatively, it was the duty of
the Minister for Railways to present them,
and not to leave it to an outside oraginsation
which has nothing to do with the question
except in so far as it affects working con-
ditions. And then they talk about cost. 1
thought first of all that this association was
concerned only in the matter of extra work,
but they have taken in the whole scope of
the question. They are worried about the
increased cost. As individval taxpayers, no
doubt they would be, but as a labour ergani-
sation, 48 a union, they are not concerned
in that aspeet of the question. Let me read
portion of the next paragraph of this docu-
ment, which justifies my statement as to
the wawisdom of the organisation publishing
this report. They say—

The remarks applieable to the soft coal
in no way apply to hard coal. The trouble
with some of the hard coals is pure un-
adulterated dirt. Of the three hard coals
it can be said at once that two are uun-
suited for locomotive purposes. The West-
tralian and Co-operative mines supply so-
called coul to the Railway Departinent
whick js really a combination of shale,
stone, and other matter. Every effort
made hy the mines—and they have made
cfforts—io clean this coal has failed, and
the men know that it is impossible to get
along with the coal from either of these
properties.

Every effort has been made to clean the coal,
and it has failed. If this is so it is in direct
contradiction to the statements made in the
report of the Royal Commission, which points

cut that considerable improvements have
been effected during recent years in the
cleaning of the ceal. This Commission

sought and obtained evidence from near and
far, yet the authority of the Commission does
not count alongside the statement made by

this organisation which the member for
Toodyay would have us accept. Right
through the whole of that statement we

find the same thing. They go into the ques-
tion of sparking. What has that to do with
this organisation? That is a matter for the
Commissioner. If it be correct that these
people are burdened with extra work because
of the inferiority of some of these coals,
what has the question of sparking to do with
that? My opinion is that this was inserted
in the published report this morning with
the intention of influencing members of the
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Country party. That is the reason—in order
to scare the member for Toodyay into con-
sidering the possibility of a whole section of
the country in his electorate being burnt out.

Mr. Hickmott: They are using Newcastle
coal on his line,

Hon. P. COLLIER: Tt shows the value of
the statements made by the member for
Toodyay. The member for Pingelly now
says that they are using Neweastle ¢gal on
that line, but before tea the member for
Toodyay teld the House that the whole of
the surroundipg e¢ountry in his distriet had
been burnt out by Collie eoal. That is the
kind of irresponsible, reckless statemeuts
upon which the House is asked to found its

judgment,
Point of Order.

Mr, Piesse: On a point of order, The
hon. member is mis-stating my remarks. He
says that I used the words ‘‘that the whole
of my district had been destroyed by fire.”’

Hon. P. Collier: I object. That is nrot a
point of order, The hon. member wants to
contradict my statement. I protest apainst
the hon. member being permitted to inter-
rupt my speech in order to contiradiet a
statement,

Mr. Speaker: The hon. member will state
the point of order.

Mr, Piesse: It is that the hon. member is

_pot representing me correctly.

Mr. Speaker: Will the hon. member please
make his point of order.

Mr. Picsse: I do not know what other form
I should adept, but the hon. member states
that I used eertain words which I did not
use.

Hon, P. Collier: I must protest against the
hon. member being permitted to interrupt.

Mr, Piesse: The hon, member has mis-
quoted me.
Hon. P. Collier: Well, the hon. member

will have an opportunity of refuting it

Mr., Speaker: If the member for Toodyay
tukes exception to any remarks made by any
other member while addressing the Chair, he
has the right to ask for their withdrawal.
If the hon, mcmber has made a statement
to which the member for Toodyay objects,
the member for Toodyay ean ask for a with-
drawal.

Hon. P, Collier: If it is out of order. Not
if it is merely a difference of opinion,

Mr. Piesse: The hon. member has accused
me of using words which I did not use, and
I ask for a withdrawal.

Hon. P, Collier: I am asked to withdraw
words. 1 do not know what words I am to
withdraw.

Mr. Piesse: The hon. member said that 1
stated the wholc of my distriet was des-
troyed by fire because of Collie coal.

Hon, P. Collier: I made no such staiement.
The hon. member ought to apologise.

Mr. Speaker: The member for Toodyay
has taken exception to the statement. I ask
the member for Boulder to withdraw it.

Hon. P. Collier: I did not make it, there:
fore 1 cannot withdraw.

Mr. Speaker: The hon. member made scme
statement about the distriet of Toodyay be-
ing hurnt out.
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Hon. P. Collier:
<ribed {o we.

Mr. Speaker: I ask the hon. member to
withdraw the statement to which the mem-
ber for Toodyay has taken exception,
namely, that the bon, member’s electorate
was burnt out.

Hon. P. Collier: I cannot withdraw a state-
ment which [ did not make.

Mr. Speaker: I myself heard the member
for Boulder accuse the member for Toodyay
of making a statement to the effect that his
electorate was burnt out, and add that it
was not Cellic coal bui Newcastle coal that
was responsible. The member for Toodyay
asks that it be withdrawn, and 1 ask the
member for Boulder to withdraw the state-
ment.,

Hon. P, Collier: T protest that T did not
make the statement that the hon, member’s
electorate was burnt out. T said that some
considerahle portion of the elecorate was
burnt out, and that is the statement the
member for Toodyay made.

Mr. Speaker: For the last time T ask the
member for Bounlder to withdraw the state-
ment. Exeception has been faken to the
statement and a witbdrawal asked for., It
must be made:

Mr. Holman: 1t might be true,

Mr. Speaker: Tt deoes not matier.

Mr. Holman: Tt does matter very much,

Hon. P. Collier: T did not make the state-
ment.

Member:

Not the statemnent as-

Withdraw what yon said.
Debate resumed.

Hon. P. COLLIER: Yes, [ withdrw
<‘Hansard’’ will be able to show that I did
not say it. The hon. member had a lot {e
say about sparks and he stated that a large
portion of his distriet had been burnt out
through the use of Collie coal. The whole
burden of his inconsequential piffling tale
centred around the statement that portions of
his district had been burnt out by Collic coal,
showing that the hon. member’s argument
was against the use of Collie conl. These
coals are proposed to be excluded. The hon.
member does not know now from what par-
tieular colliery the coal came. whether it
was Collie coal at all. Tt may have been native
coal, it may bave been Proprietary coul. the
coal that the hon, member is supporting to-
night. He made a general indietment against
Collie corl. That is the position that the hon.
member is prepared to swallow in toto. So
we have this organisation geing into the
question of sparking. The whole question
beoiled down is that we have no direct proof
given to the House in support of the asser-
tion generally made that some of these coals
are dirty and of an inferior quality. They
wonld have us believe that this prineiple has
been in existence for six vears, and it has
resnlted in a considerable amount of capital
being invested in some mines in good faith
and in the belief that the Government would
not alter their policy in this matter. The
member for Toodvay, amongst others, stands
for keeping faith in this direction. Ts he go-
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ing to wipe out of existence mines in which
persons have invested theusands of pounds
in the development of their property on the
assurance of the Railway Department that
there would be no alteration of policy? That
is what some of the mine owners have done.
They have purchased a considerable quantity
of machinery. Thoy have gone to consider-
able expense in developing in the belief that
this pelicy would obtain,

Member: Are the Goverament bound to
take all dirty coal?

Hon. P. COLLIER: No. Tt has becn al-
leged that quite recentiy there has been an
amount of dirt in somc of the coals, but I do
not believe it exists, only in the imagination
or the minds of the men who want to achieve
their end. Tt is a remarkable thing that
during the past three vears when the demand
for Collie coal has deereased—for the over-
seas market is shut out from them—when
they arc hard put to keep going, it is a re-
markable thing that the Collie coal should be-
come more dirty than ever before. T do unot
believe it. T do not believe there is a differ-
ence in the quality of the coal as alleged or
that there is thc quantity of dirt as alleged.
If T believed that were true I wounld vote for
the amendment. but T @o not believe it. There
is no direet evidence of it beyvond the mere
tiddly-winking claptrap, street information.
No proof has been submitted. [ was for
three vears Minister for Railways after this
policy was inaugurated, and I heard very
few complaints as to the quality of the coal
or the dirty nature of it, and it is a remark-
ahle thing that during the past 12 nonths,
more particuiarly during the past few months,
this coal should hecome very suddenly
inferior in quality and impregnated with
dirt as our opponents would have us believe.

Mr. Teesdale: What interests have these
people? You would not suggest that theyx
have heen bribed? It is a reputable union.

Hon, P. COLLIER: That is quite true. Are
members to be asked to deecide a matter of
this kind merely on the statement made by a
unjon?}

. The Minister for Works: They are not ask-
ing,

Hon. P. COLLIER: If the hon. member had
bad longer experience down here on the Collie
coal question he would know the attitnde the
loco. drivers’ union put up to-day against
the nse of this coal, and which they took up
before the equal distribution policy was in-
augurated. He wovld know that the argument
previously was against the use of any Collie
coal at all. The Railway Commissioner was
strongly opposed to the use of any Collie coal
at all. He would not have used any but New-
castle coal exclusively if be had had his way.
Go back more than six years, before the coal
distribntion policy was brought into existence,
and we find the same complaints made by the
loco. drivers’ wunion. They insisted then
that not more than 50 per cent. of Collie coal
should be vsed on the railways, and now they
come forward and say, ‘“We are prepared to
increase it to 75 or 80 per cent., provided that
the coal is taken from the Proprietary mine.'’
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The Minister for Workas: That is easily ex-
plained.

Hon. P. COLLIER: There is nothing that
cannot be explained in some fashion or other,
The hon. member referred to-night to the num-
ber of volunteers who had gone from Collie
to the war. That has not a great deal to do
with the question; in one way it has not. One
of the mines which it is proposed to wipe out
of existence is run on the co-operative prin-
ciple.

The Minister for Railways: Which one do
you refer tof

Hon. P. COLLIER: The Westralian,

The Minister for Railways: Yet they are
pot prepared to supply coal for three months.

Hon, P, COLLIER: That mine is owned by
working miners almost entirely, They have
left their dependants behind secure in the know-
ledge, as they thought, that there would be
no alteration in the condition of things that
existed when they went away. Now that they
are away and that the member for Collie (Mr.
Wilgon) is away, things are changed. T do
not helieve there would be the same pushing
for the change—it would not be so keen—if
the member for Collie were here to-night. But
when he is away, and when hundreds of his
constituents are away, the Government come
down and say, ‘‘We are going to treat our
undertaking as a serap of paper. We are
going to alter our agreement prior to the ter-
mination of the war.’’ T am prepared to put
the recommendations ¢f a Royal Commission
ecomposed of men whose fitness and qualifica-
tiongs cannot be questioned, whose zeal in the
discharge of their duties cannot be questioned.
T am prepared to accept the recommendations
of that hody that this prineiple shonld con-
tinue for another six years, rather than aecept
the authority quoted by the member for
Toodyay. There is no comparison in the
weight and value to he attached to the two
authorities,

Member: Nor in the impartiality either.

Hon, P. COLLIER: On the one hand we
have 2 definite undertaking hy the Govern-
ment that no alteration in the existing condi-
tions should take place until three months after
the war. This is supported by the recommen-
dations of the Royal Commission who say that
the condition should continue for another six
years. Against that we have the Loeco. Engine
Drivers and Firemen's Union, who wish to
take the palicy of the House and the country
into their own hands. No one else has been
quoted to-night, exeept these two bodies, and
the views of this one bady are going to prevail
over the weighty aunthoritative views of the
Royal Commission.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS (Hon. W.
J. George—Murray-Wellington) [8.40]: The
member for Forrest stated that this was a
time for justice, and I agree with him. Tn
connection with this matter, T have a letter
here signed—I am not sure of the signature,
I do not know whether it is Sims or Smith.

Hon. P. Collier: Sims,

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Tn which
there is a quotation from a speech of the
then Minister for Railways dated 8th Sep-
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tember, 1905. In it the Minister for Rail-
ways, Mr, CGregory, stated—

The socond consideration wasg, should
the whole of our supplies be taken from
one company? To do so meant cheaper
costs, but our policy in the past has been
to prevent monopolies, and we felt that
we were not justified in giving effect to
the policy of my predecessor by giving
the whole of the contraet to one company.
Had we done s¢ the other collieries must
be abandoned, as the private trade is not
such as would keep any of the collieries
working, and at the expiration of the eon-
tract we would have been catirely in the
hands of oue company.

The Government endorse these words, I am
anthorised by the Government to say that
we are not in favour of giving the whole
of the contract to one company. The Gov-
ernment have shown that they are not in
favour of supporting monopolies anywhere.

Hon. P, Collier: But you rednced the num-
ber of mines to three.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: What the
Government have done and intend to do is to
see that justice is done to the people and
to the collieries, and also that justice is dome
to the remainder of the people of the State,
who have to pay. [ have bad to de with
Collie since the days when it was first
started, when Mr. Deakin and others got
out 1,000 tons of coal from the Guvernment
mine and had it carted to Roelands station,
and I say that no Government would be so
foolish as to attempt to injure Collie in any
shape or form. The Collie coal was dis-
covered and worked as a Government mine
for some time. Then Mr. Deakin and others
were encouraged to come and settle at Col-
lie, and the township has grown up. The
population has grown, and no matter what
the financial position is so far as the State
is concernced, any centre that finds employ-
ment like Collie has done is an asset to the
country, and we cannot afford to injure it.
We have a right as responsible Ministers
to ask members of the Assembly, who are
responsible representatives of portions of
the State, when we have a case put before
us in which full justice is not done all
round, to ask for support in doing full jus-
tice, and that is the position the Government
find themselves in to-day. Tf hon. members
will turn to the report they will find on page
13 that there are there the views of the
Conunission upon the quality of marketed
eoal. Here let mc say that if the member
for Collie were with us he would not deny
the statoment that T am about to make, that
on many oceasions he and T at Brunswick
Junction—which is the junetion of the Col-
lie railway with the Perth-Bunbury line—
examined train load after train load of coal
and discovered coal there, not in small quan-
tities, but in big quantities, that the people
who sent ont should be ashamed of. J have
said in Collie that the worst enemies of Col-
lie eoal are the Collie people who get out
that coal and who send coal fur unse on the
railways which they have no right to send.
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Mr. Holman:
doing?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I will
come to that directly. On page 13 of the
report hon. members will find this statement,
‘made by the Royul Commisison, in reference
4o shale and dirt—

We have no doubt whatever that a
great denl of the present opposition to the
use of native Western Australian coals
arises from the introduction of this mater-
ial into the coal as supplied in the past,
and it behoves the industry to use every
endeavour to live down the evil reputa-
tion it has obtained, by supplying oniy
the best of material.

‘These arc the words of the Royal Commis-
sion, the gentlemen whom the leader of the
‘Opposition referred to ss impartial people.
Let us go further and see what they say-—

The only pessiblc way of dealing with

this is to extract it with the eeal, and to

disecard it iu filling the skips. This has
not been done at all satisfaetorily, and in
one of the tests carried out by the Commis-
gion, A total of 44 lbs. of dirt was picked
out of 10 cwt. of coal, whilst, on another
oecasion, a sample of Collie coal taken by
the Commission at Northam, for testing
purposes, was found to contain one piece
of shale weighing over 100 lbs.

TIs there anvoune here who can tell me that

a lump of shale like that crept in by acci-

dent?

Mr. Holman: TYou had your
there; what were they doing?

The MIN[STER FOR WORKS: Let us have
a few more words from the report of this im-
partial Commission—

We cannot sufficiently reprobate this dis-

honest procedure,

Hon. T. Walker: That is not the coal, it is
the digshonest handling of it.

The MINTISTER FOR WORKS:
turther on the Commission say—

The usual practice at the present time in

the Co-operative and Westralian mines, is to

machine cut, shoot down the bottom coal
and fill this away, then to shoot down the
top ¢oal and band, and separate the band
from the coal at the face, The miners are
supposed to earry out this separation in
filling the coal, and dirt seales are in opera-
tion at the eollieries whereby the miners are
paid for carrying out this work, One hag
only to see the enormous amount of material
which is pickeld out of the coal at the sur-
face, to be convinced that the men do not
realise their responsibility in this direction.

Hon, T. Walker: That is the men, not the
coal.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: My friend
from the Murchison remarked just now, what
ahout the inspectors. I de wnot know how
many inspectors there are there to-day but in
my time, when the hon. member was my Min-
ister, there was only one inspeclor there, Mr.
Brigps.

Hon. P. Collier: There is only one there to-

What are your inspectors

inapectors

A little

day.

The MINISTER FOR WORES: It is abso-
Intely imposgible for one imspector to go
through the coal mines and see all that is done.

I helieve it might come about in this way. If
there were one inspector always down the mine
and one on the tip, we would probably, in fact
I 2 sure, get better coal fhan at the present
time, and [ believe it would pay the Railway
Department to bave those inspectors at each
mine, But if the miners and mine owners
would simply do their honest duty, there would
be no necessity for inspectors.

Mr. O’Loghlen: If the miner puts in dirty
coul he is penalised.

Member: The colliery owners offered to
pay for the inspectors.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: That
would not do. T do not helieve in anyone else
paying the men but the Government and I do
not believe in pieni¢s to the mines when there
are mattera of this sort to be investigated.

Mr. Pickering: On a point of order; what
does the Minister mean by that? I take ex-
ception to the remark.

Mr. SPEAKER: [ do not know what the
Minister means. The Minister may proceed,

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I made
use of that cxpression in a Pickwickian sense,
Let us go a little further in the Commission’s
report. Hon. members will torn to paragraph
119 and they will see there a reference to ash.
The report states—

We are satisfied that the Railway Depart-
ment has a very legitimate grievance against
some of the Collie coal on account of its
tendency to form clinker, which hlocks up
the fire-box, and causes vexatious train de-
lays. In most eountries where coal is pur-
chased in large quantities, a penalty for ash
is insertesl in the contract, and we beiteve
that the insertion of such a clause in the
contract betwcen the Railway Department
and the eoal mine oewners would be of ad-
vantage to both. We recommend, thercfore,
that coal having not more than 8 per cent.
of agh be paid for at the normal price, but
that a penalty amounting to one halfpenny
per ton be imposed for each unit per cent.
of ash above this standard value.

That is ali right, but it cannot be carrred out.
How is it possible to carry it out? The coal
has to be shovelled out of the trucks and it is
ot possible to brand every lump, and one can-
not tell which will form a clinker and which
will not,

Mr. O’Loghlen: Then it is diffieult for the
drivers to put the blame on to particular
mines.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: When the
coal is being mixed it is not common sense to
suppose that any driver or' fireman can spare
the time to endeavour to deteet which piece
has been responsible for ary mischief that
may have heen done.

Hon. T. Walker: The cure for that is vour
own suggestion, the inspector.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Recommen-
dation 196 of the report says—

The admixture of these two coals gave
excellent results in the fire-hox, the Faulta
of both cozls being minimised, and the
steaming improved.

T will go this far and say that if the Commis-
sioner of Railways and his officers can spare
the expense they can probably bring about this
sort of shandy-gaff mixture. But have we the
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right to put that extra labour wpon the rail-
ways? Have we not the right, if we pay good
meoney, to ask that good coal shall be supplied?
1 do not think there is any answer to that, On
page 29 of the report there is a table showing
the equitable value of one ton of Collie coal
at Collie for use at depots on the basis of
Table 6 in the report, and the Commissioners
have evidently gone into a little mathematical
calculation, and have concluded that the aver-
age price at the various stations should be
12s. 10%d. and that on top of that there
should be ls. per ton insurance. Years ago
I objected to that 1ls. a tom; to-day, in view
of wider experience, I think that that ls.
might fairly be conceded. Paragraph 224 of
the report states—
Tnasmuch, however, as our investigations
show that Collie coal can be mined and sold
at a good profit at its present price of 1ls.
per ton on trucks at pit’s mouth, we recom-
mend that the present maximum and mini-
mum prices, namely 12¢. and 8s. 94, per ton
respectively, be retained.
That is the recommendation of the Royal Com-
misgion, "That the coal can be mined and sold
ut a good profit at 1lls. per ton requires no
more illustration than the payment of 2s. per
ton in the farming oot process by those mines
which have taken the orders from those mines
that could not supply. TFurther, in paragraph
225 of the report the Commission state—
Undoubtedly,” the ideal method for the
Railway Department to secure its supplies
of native fuel at the lowest market rate
would be by allowing the whole of the mines
to tender in open competition for the rail-
way requirements.
That is the ideal proeess, but we are not
likely to get it. It would net be business to
shut wp the whole of the mines with one ex-
ception, hut whether it is necessary to keep
gix going when three can supply the require-
ments of the department is a. question which
the [louse must decide. There is sound eom-
mon sense in paragraph 226 of the Commis-
sion’s report which says—

This prineiple of open competition, how-
ever, is not possible while the existing poliey
of equal distribution of orders amongst the
mines continues,

A little further on we find the Commission

say this—
We are of opinion that extremely good
canse should be shown before the namber
of collieries to share in the railway orders
is further increased. We believe that the
prineiple of equal distribution of orders
wilitates against the principle of competi-
tion much more effectively than smallness in
number of competitors,

In paragraph 232 the Commission state defi-

nitely—
As a result of our investigations we find
that when a mine is unable to supply its
quota of the Government order, it has heen
customary for the company, with the c¢on-
sent of thie Railway Department, to arrange
with one or mere of the other mines to take
over the supplying of its orders, usually at
a satisfactory premium. In our opinion this
procedure is quite incorrect, and should not
he permitted.
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Mr. O’Loghlen: That is all finished with;
it is all abolished.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Paragraph
233 roms as follows:—

We recommend, therefore, that when a
company is exempted from its lability te
supply from its own mine, the Commissioner
of Rsailways should bhave the right of allo-
cating the amomt of the order amongst the
other tnines.

Of course the Railway Commissioner should
have that power. Under the Railways Act, the
working and management of the railways are
in the hauds of the Commissioner. If there
was no attempt to bring influcnee to bear in
connection with Collie eoul, the Commissioner
could carry that out.

Mr. O’Loghlen: Do yon believe that the
Commissioner’s decision showld he paramount
to the Government’s policy?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: If the
Commissioner is given certain powers under
the Aet, and is responsible for the working
and management of the State railways, he
should not be interfered with in his commer-
¢ial transactions,

Mr. O’Loghlen: The Government which
gave cqual distribution of orders did the
wrong thing in your opinion?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Never
mind about that. The Commissioner is carry-
ing out these contracts, and if he is going to
he held responsible he should not have his
hands tied behind his hack.

Mr. O'Loghlen: Why are the Goverument
tving his hands when he wants to increase
freights and fares?

The Minister for Railways: Freights and
fares are a matter for the Government.

Mr. (}'Loghlen: So should this be too.

The Minister for Railways: Tt is not pro-
vided for in the Act.

The MINTSTER IPOR WORXS: Under the
contraet with the Collie coal eompanies there
is a clause under which any coal that is un-
suitalle must be rejected hefore it leaves
Collie. In my time we (lid not have that con-
dition and, if we (did, [ did not stand to it.
I condemned trainload after trainload in the
Perth yards hecanse of the rubbish that was
hrought v from Collie,

Mr. O’Loghlen: Did you tramp your.in-
spector?

The MINISTER FOR WOREKS: Never
mind about that, I =ay that an inspector in
looking at the coal that is loaded into the
trucks cannot see what is contained in the
whole of a truck, If a truck when arriving at
its destination is found to contain coal of an
inferior quality, the Commissioner should have
the right to rejeect that and throw the respon-
sibility opon the proprietors of the coal. That
was a course which I pursued as Commissioner
of Railways, and which T would pursue if 1
were Commissioner to-day. That is what T
would suppert the present Commissioner or
any other Commissioner of Railways in doing so
long as I was a member of the House. The
proprietors of the coal mines should be told in
unmistakable language that this sort of piffle
—that is what I call these gsheets of argument
—which is based on nothing, bas nothing to do
with an honest c¢ontract, and if the companies
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are not prepared to give an honest contract,
the sooner they are wiped off the hooks of the
Government, as contractors, the better.
Mr. O’Loghlen: There is an honest contract
existing to-day which you propose to break,
The MINISTER FOR WORES: The Gov-
ernment pay an honest price for honest ecoal,
and if the different Collie coal companies will
only give justice to the Government in the mat-
ter of their coal supplies, they will have no
more trouble.
Mr. Davies:
dirty coal now?
The MINISTER FOR WORES: The Gov-
emment have the right to reject it at Collie,
but once it leaves Collie and passes over the
weighing machine, the Govermment have to

Have you the right to reject

pay.

Mr. Stubhs: Why does it leave Collie?

Mr. O’Loghlen: Clause 14 of the agreement
between the Commissioner and the companies
provides that you ean close up any portion of
the mine.

The MINTSTER FOR WORKS: Let us face
the question ag men. Assuming that the con-
traet is as bad as it is possible to be, it is for
ns in making a further contract, and a fresh
deal, which is apparently what is expected of
us, to benefit from our past experiences,

Hon, T. Walker: Not until this contract ex-
pires.

The MINTSTER FOR WORKS: The hon.
member knows that we all gain by our experi-
ences, I want the Government, whether in con-
nection with the Collie coal or any other indus-
try in which they have to pay for a commodity,
to get value for what they pay, and I consider
that we have a right to ask that. I was rather
struck by what the member for Menzies (Mr.
Mullany) said in regard to the shilling per ton
insurance. I do not agree with him, and it has
been said in regard to farming that the money
had all gone into developmental work which T
camnot entirely credit ag 1 feel sure it has gone
into the banking acecount, and only a portion
came out for development.

Mr. O’'Loghlen: That would bhe difficult to

rove.

The MINISTER FOR WORES: If the
banking accounts of the companies concerned
had been before the House at the time these
arrangementa were wade, and the eXpenses en-
tailed had been wmade known since, { think it
would be found that the banking aceonnts hasd
considerably benefited,

Mr. O’Loghlen: I do not think you have a
right to make that statement without proof,

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I have the
right.

ng. O’Loghlen: Will you follow it up if
you can see the books?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Yes, and
if T am wrong I will make an apology.

Mr. Lmtey: Why should you object to a com-
pany putting on more inspectors?

The MINISTER FOR WOREKS: I object
to the companies paying any of the inspectors
who pass coal for the Government, and wounld
advise the Government to pay the ingpectors
themselves. After all, they are only coal de-
tectives and it is their business to see that the
good ecoal comes along, but the mine which
pays has the right to a pull over the services
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of the employee. If the Government paid for
these services, they would bave a claim upon
the inspectors whith it would be difficelt to put
on one side. Something was also said about
production ceasing in Western Australia, if the
output of Collie coal was decreased. If the
Collie coal mines were shut down or refused to
supply the Government, and the State could not
get its supplies of coal from the other States,
we would have to try firewood, and if we tried
firewood there would be far more trouble with
fires in the country than with Collie coal, and
that is bad enough.

Mr. Holman: There have been many fires
on railway lines upon which Collie coal was
not used at all.

The MINISTER FOR WORES: The leader
of the Opposition spoke abaout Newcastle coal.
It ig a long time ago sines I have had oecasion
to think of the prices of these coals, but speak-
ing from memory, I would say that 28s. 7d.
wasg paid for Newcagtle coal some years before
Collic coal was fonnd. At that time there were
very few ships coming from the other side, and
freights were very high. Immediately the gold
hoom started in this State we had plenty of
steamers coming here which meant a reduction
in freights, and in 1904 T was offered coal by
a colliery in Newecastle, Brown & Cos., at ap-
proximately 12s. 63. per ton delivered here,

Mr. Holman: It was 15s. 3d. a ton at Fre-
mantle and Perth.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: And that
wag on a five years® contraet.

Mr. O’Loghlen: They have been trying for
15 years to knoeck out the loeal produet.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I do not
wish to detract from the loeal coal, but I de
say that if it is proved, as appears to be the
case, that there are inferior Collie coals, and
if it is necessary to make the best use of our
local product upon our railways, we ought to
have the best Coliie coals if we pay the best
price for them. With regard to proportions,
Dr. Jack proved conclugively, and his state-
ment iz borne out by the report of the last
Commission, that the best mizture of coal that
can be got for our railways is 66 2/3 per ceat.
of Collie and 33 1/3 per cent. of Newcastle, If
hon, members will look at the report they will
see that the proportion is two to ome, or four
to two, but the 80 per cent. of Collie and the
20 per cent, of Newcastle is practically eight
to two or four to one.

Mr. O'Loghlen: You know the reagon.

The MINISTER FOR WORES: The eagine
drivers had no desire to interfere with the oc-
cupations, or means of livelihcod, of any other
body of men, and were therefore content with
the 80 per cent. of Collie coal and the 20 per
cent, of Neweastle, but what they are asking
to-day, and what the country has a right to
expect, is that when good money is paid for
coal the Government should get good coal free
from dirt, shale, and other rubbish.

Mr. GRIFFITHS (York) [9.11): I was not
one of those hon. members who attended the
pienic at Collie, but I am one who takes a
great interest in the Collie coal question.
I bave felt it to be somewhat of an anomaly
that I have had during the suminer months
to get up and oppose one prishary industry
as against another, in that I have bhad to
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- g0 to the Uominissioner of Railways and ask
him to withhold the use of Colliv coal dur-
ing the summer months. In going through
the statement of the engine-drivers. I have
been struck by the fact that so many half
truths appear in it. What struck me, in re-
gard to the granting of what appears to be
only a partial monopoly, is that at present
it takes seven shifts a fortnight to fill the
local and private orders, and that if a mono-
poly is granted, the mine in question by
working 11 or 12 days can concentrate on
local orders without engaging any more than
a few additional men, It pays better to en-
gage on coal for locomotive purposes than
upon coal for the bunkering trade. There
is no induecement to look for shipping orders,
becange the coal in this case is sold at a re-
dueed rate in competition with other com-
panies. I am informed that the Co-operative
mine supplied thousands of tons of coal to
the Germans before the war, us well as to
theo P. & O. Company.

Mr. O’Loghlen: And there were no com-
plaints.

Mr. GRIFFITHS: And 1 believe there
were no eomplaints in regard to the bunker-
ing, The Cardiff and the Westralian Com-
panies alse had good orders for bunkering
coal, but the Proprietary mine has seldom
looked for any shipping orders at all. I
vnderstand the Proprietary Company is also
able to make up any local ghortage from any
other mine and supply one-half of the local
requirements, but that the Cardiff aund
Westralian Companies could if they had a
chanee do this themselves. It has been said
in comnection with the engine-drivers’ re-
port that these people are anxious for Collie
coal to be used at the present moment. In
looking through the report of the Commis-
gion I find that almost without exception
witnesses before the Commission admitted
that 50 per cent. of Newecastle coal should
he unsed. Tt is, therefore, pleasing to note
that their attitude has changed since they
gave that evidence. With regard to the
equal distribution of coal, and allotting a
fair proportion to each of the six companies
concerned, these engine-drivers know well
that whilst each of these companies is en-
titled to one-sixth of the Government or-
ders, it has not been putting out that quan-
tity of coal, The Proprietary have for some
years been supplying the whole of the Pre-
mier Company’s order. The eircular which
has been referred to as so much ‘‘piffle’’
makes a statement to that effect. It is in
this respect that memhers not knowing much
about the Collie coal industry are likely to be
led astray; aml we somewhsat resent the feel-
ing of doubt which is created in our minds.
Certainly, the Government want to get good
value for the State’s money; but this is not
only a money guestion. It has a wider as-
pect. There is the serap-of-paper aspect.
We know of an agreement that the contracts
shall eontinue until three menths after the
terminztion of the war. Tt has been sug-
gested that the terms of the agreement can
be altered; but there is an obligation to
many men at the Front, who, we are told,
have invested their money in the Collie
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mines, or who have been promised that they
shall find their work at Collie on returning.
A further aspect of the matter is the Min-
ister's admission that the Government have
the right to close down a mine or seize a
mine. Why, then, have the Government not
acted on that right? Something must be
wrong. We heard of a former Minister hav-
ing gone into a railway yard and condemned
a whole térain load of Collie coal. In Eastern
Australia coal is now being conveyed from
Newcastle to Adelaide. 1f it is the position
due to the shortage of shipping which has
cuuscd us to use nothing but our local coal,
it will wake us up to the importance of do-
ing something as regards using that coal
even, as has been jokingly said, in the form
of Collie dust. Tf the question of fuel had
been properly gone into years ago by the
Railway Department, as it should have been,
our railways would have been using nothing
but Collie coal for a long time past. The
mixing of coals does not appear to have been
stressed to-night. As regards calerific value,
there is a phase whiech appeals to me—thas
the mine whieh is to be given the prefer-
ence for railway orders comes only third on
the list as regards calorific values. Some peo-
ple say the calorific value i3 not the truest
test, but the Commissioner for Railways and
the head of the Locomotive Branch say it
ig the best and fairest test available. The
Westralian eoal is hard ceal, while the Pre-
mier coal is soft. Those two coals appar-
ently exceed the Proprietary in ealorifie
value.

The Minister for Railways: But yor must
look at the other constituents, as regards
ash and so forth, :

Mr. GRIFFITHS: There are so many fae-
tors to be considered that the question needs
to be studied very closely. There is, for ex-
ample, the matter of new seams. The writer
of the letter which has come before us to-
night says—

To show the absolutely unfair attitude
taken by the engine-drivers, they have
actually condemned the coal from the Secot-
tish Collieries in that scam which is at
present being opened up, and of which not
gne ton has vet been supplied to the Rail-
way Department,

The question of honouring the contract
which we have made with these people ap-
peals to me keenly, as regards hoth the bun-
kering trade after the war, and the preserv-
ing of the other mines which at present seem
likely to be compelled to close down,

Mr. HOLMAN (Murchison) [9.25]: T think
you, Mr. Speaker, will probably remember that
many years ago this matter was fully dis-
cussed here. A reference to the debates of
1904 in this Howse discloses pretty well the
same position as to-day. But to-day there
appears to he some desire on the part of
officials or members or unions to give a mon-
opoly to certain companies.

The Minister for Railways: But not on the
part of the Government.

Mr. HOLMAN: T am glad to hear that in-
terjection, because from certain remarks of
the Minister for Railways one might gather
that hia inclinations lay in that direction. TIn
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1904, when the Collie mines were much younger
than they are to-day, the same position cropped
up. In those days there was an endeavour
on the part of two mines to ereate a monopoly.
When the twg companies got a monopoly, they
put in a priee of 19s. 9d. to the Railway De-
partment, endeavouring to beat the eountry at
the rate of 2s. 3d. per ton. One of the first
questions the Labour Government of 1904 had
to deal with was the Collie coal contracts. The
Jameg Government had refused to deal with
the matter, owing to the priee quoted by the
two eompanics. There was a tender of coal
of a lower value at 11s, 6d. The question was
a burning one; and a deputation from Collie
brought the question before myself, more par-
ticularly, as Minister for Railways at the time,
After discussion we were successful in secur-
ing contracts, not at 12s. 94, but at 11s.
per ton. A short time after that, a new com.
pany started operations—J think it was the
Co-operative. They offered to sapply Collie
coal at the price of 10s, fid. Stilt another com-
pany offered to supply at 9s. That was com-
petition. The stipulation made by me as Minis.
ter for Railways was that so long as a company
paid the rate of wages ruling in the district,
the Government would be prepared to take
coal from them, and from any such company
that came along.

The Minister for Railways: That is contrary
to the recommendations of the Royal Commis-
sion,

Mr. HOLMAN: We seeured a Royal Com-
missioner in the person of Dr. Jack, and we
were guceessful in saving over £100 per week
on the cost of Collie coal to this ecountry. That
was the resnlt of preventing a monopoly. Tt
we allow a monopoly to be created now, then
in ali probability the State will in future be
compelled to pay through the nose, not to the
workers, but to the monopolists.

Mr. Thomson: What do you reckon Collie
roal has saved Western Australia?

Hon. P. Collier: Hundreds of thousands of
pounds.

Mr. HOLMAXN: The question is one utterly
impossible for any man to answer. 1 maintain
Collie coal has saved this State a very con-
giderable amount of money. But, even if the
Collie coal industry has not saved this country
one penny directly, if it has cost this country
thousands of pounds, still T say that the estab-
lishment of owr coal! industry is worth hun
dreds of thousands of pounds to Western Ans-
tralia. The contract which the Minister for
Works mentioned was brought about at the
same time. While we were paying 9s., 10s,
and 10s. 64. for Collie coal in 1904, we made
a contract with Brown and Company, of New
South Wales, to supply Newcastle eoal delivered
at Albany or Fremantle for 15s. 4d. per ton.
T venture to say more than double that price
would have to be paid at' the present time for
Neweastle coal. TIn these days agrienltural
memhers used to move the adjonrnment of
the Honse on the question of the use of Collie
coal. They became very dramatic on the sub-
ject of the danger of Collie coal to the crops.
Cne hon. member actually spoke of bringing
a dagger into the House and dashing it on the
floor of the Chamber in order to direet atten-
tion to this matter after the fashion of Ed-
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thumil Burke, the orator of the eighteenth cen-
tury. When the whole thing was analysed,
however, it turned out that in connection with
one particular train which wag stated to have
caused fires not an ounce of Collie coal had
been burned; indeed, it was proved that no
Collie coal whatever had been used in the dis-
trict for weeks before the fire oceurred. Collie
coal has been blamed for a good deal for which
it is not responsible, There are numbers of
men in this country who endeavour to decry
our own industry. I hope members of this
Chamber will not allow the growth of the
Collie coal industry to be retarded. 1 trust
the House will do everything possible to en-
courage that indusiry. 'The worst thing we
can do, however, is to give a monopoly to one
or two companies; because they will try to do
now what was done in 1904—increase the cost
of coal to the State. Dr. Jack went thoroughly
into the question. Hon. members will find his
report in the 1903 volume of ‘‘Votes and Pro-
ceedings’’ of thia House. Since then the mem-
ber for Collie (Mr. Wilson) has had another
Royal ("ommission appointed. I am satisfled
that the Ifouse cannot do better than follow
the reports of these Royal Commissions., The
Commissions consisted of practical men who
thoroughly understood the question, and if
we depart from their reports we will be do-
ing an injustice, not only to the people of
Collie but to the State as a whole. I hope
we shall endeavour to keep open as many
mines as possible, T think we can get more
valuable opinions from the Royal Cemmis-
sions who have inquired inte this question
than from any organisation that sees fit
to write to ns, In 1904 T formed my opinien
of Collie coal, and [ have not yet seen any
reason to depart from it. Tf we start tinker-
ing with the present state of affairs we shall
bring about a condition even worse. T hope
the motion will be carried.

The PREMIER (Hon. H. B. Lefroy—
Moere) [9.32]: The motion of the hon, mem-
her reads as followa:—

That in the opinion of this House the
findings and recommendations of the Royal
Commission on the coal industry be given
effect to.

To that an
follows:—

To add the words ‘' with the exception of
those contained in paragraph 231 of the
Commission’s report.

I feel unable to accept the amendment, nor
am I able to accept the original motion. We
have here au report, the compilation of which
occupied a considerable time. 1 do not think
the hands of the Government should he so
tied as to compel the Government to give effect
to the findings and recommendations of the
Royal Commission in their entirety. ’

Mr. O'Leghlen: Will you agree to annther
amendment to the c¢fect that the existing
conditions be continued?

The PREMIER: XNo.

Mr. Holman: Give us the poliey of the Gov-
ernment.

The PREMIER: T will tell you the poliey
[ deprecate anything that may be said in this;
House or outside disparaging to the Colije

amendment has been moved ag
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coal industry. That industry has had a great
deal to contend against. We have a coal in
New South Wales; and no doubt the influence
of those directly interested in Newcastle
coal has been detrimental to the interests of
Collie coal. Whenever a new industry starts,
those outside who are desirous of pushing
their own industry de all they can to strangle
the new onec. We have had demonstrated,
more particularly during the last few months,
what Collie coal is capable of doing. Tt has
been demonstrated that Collie coal can be
used largely for bunkering purposes. At one
time it was stated that it would
never be of any wuse for bunkering
purposes, and everything possible was
done to prevent sgteamers from using
it. We have now arrived at the stage
when Collie coal is used largely for bunker-
ing, and we have also proved that at a pinch
the railways can be run exclusively on Gollie
coal. T think it is very satisfuctory to know
that when pressure comes from outside we
have within our berders something which will
enable us to tide over a difficult time. What
has happened during the last few months has
been all in the interests of Collie coal. At
the present iime there is a very considerable
fecling existing between two seections of
the community in regard to the use of
Collie coal, and we want to arrive at
gsome basis  which will be satisfactory
to all parties concerned, while at the
same time conserving as far as possible
the best interests of the State and of the
industry itself. If the recommendations of
the Royal Commission are to be carricd out—
and many of them should be given cffect to
—it will be necessary that there shall bhe a
fresh agreement.  After considering this
question very closely for some time the Gov-
ernment have decided to cxercise their right
and give notice of cancellation of the present
contract with a view of formulating an agree-
ment which will be more satisfaectory to all
concerned.

[The Deputy-Speaker took the Chair.]
Mr. O’Loghien: On what lincs?

The PREMIER: On lines which will be
in the best interests of the industry itself,
and at the same time in the interests of the
Railway Departmeat, which muost be pro-
tected. It has been recognised that in normal
times it is necessary that a certain amount
of Neweastle coal shall be used on the rail-
ways. )

Mr. Holman: What are you paying for
Newcastle coal now?

The PREMIER: I do not know.

Hon. P. Collier: Twenty-cight shillings
and sixpence.

The PREMIER: The Government con-

gidered that the Railway Department has a
perfeet right to make up the shortage of
Neweastle coxl by taking this extra 30 per
cent. from any source of sources at Collie
whieb the department considers most suitable
to their purposes. That is the poliey of the
Government, We believe that this matter
cannot be properily and satisfactorily settled
until a new agreement ia made.

[ASSEMBLY.]

Hon. P. Collier: On what lines do you pro-
pose to make that agreement?

The PREMIER: I have just indicated what
the lines shall be. The member for Forrest I
think, by way of interjection, stated that the
Government are desirous of breaking a good
agreement. The Government have never had
the slightest intention of breaking any agree-
ment.

Mr. O’Loghlen: The preceding Govern-
ment gave an undertaking that the present
conditions should contiume until three
months after the war,

Mr. Thomson: Why did the companies
raise the priee of ¢oal?
Hon. P. Colilier: That was voluntarily

done by the Government.

The PREMIER: The Government feel
that no satisfactory arrangement ean be ar-
rived at unless we have a new agreement.

Mr. Nairn: Are the Government prepared
to enter into negotiations with all the com-
paunies in Collie?

The PREMIER: Certainly, with all the
companics. The Government are desirous of
seeing the field developed in the best possible
way.

Hon. P. Collier:
worst possible kind,

The PREMIER: To say that the Govern-
ment should accept all the recommendations
of the Royal Commission would be, I think,
to tic the hands of the Government, which 1
am sure the House does not desire. The Gov-
ernment are desirous of avoiding the creation
of any monopoly and of giving every possible
opportunity to all the mines.

Hon. P. Collier: These generalitics are no
good.

Mr. O'Loghlen: Why not let the existing
conditions continue?

The Minister for Railways: You are not
prepared to allow the existing conditions to
continve,

Mr. O'Loghlen: Yes, we are.

The PREMIER: 'The Government are not
yet prepared to quote the exaet words of
the new agreement.

Hon. P. Collier: You want to get into re-

That is an evasion of the

Cess.

The PREMIER: We do not.

Hon. P. Collier: Well, yon have no policy,
at any rate. Your Minister kas proncunced
oue to-might, and yon are now enunciating
another.

Mr. Johnston: Will some of the companies
he excluded from the new agreement?

The PREMIER: Therc will be equal dis-
tribution of eoal as far as it ean possibly
be carried out. The Government will not
agree to take for the rvailways coal not effie-
ient for the purpose. [n order to see that
that efficiency is maintained it may be neces-
sary to have more inspectors, or some new
method of inspection, at any rate. The de-
sire of the Government is to see that all the
mines at Collie, as far as possible, and in
the ipterests of the railways—swhich, like
the intcrests of the State, have to be con-
served—are developed. If it can be proved
that some of the coals at Collie are a danger
to the country at eertain times of the year,
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T maintain that those coals should not be
used during that time. It has been recog-
nised in the past that they are dangerous
at certain times of the year. Of course that
is nu proof that the coal is useless; but cer-
tainly it is not safe for railway purposes.

Mr. Holman: You krow that Collie coal
has been blamed for much that it is not
responsible for.

The PREMIER: Some of the country is
like a powder magazine in summer time,

when a single spark may send a fire
from one end of the district to the other.
It is the duty of the Government
to obviate that danger, but it is also

the desire of the Government to see that all
the mines at Collie should he given fair play
in the devolepment of the industry. The
policy of the Government is that the Rail-
way Departinent should not be compelled to
purchase coal which is not efficient for the
purpoese for which it is required, when there
is available other coal of a better deserip-
tion. There is the policy which the hon,
member asked for. In order to carry this
into effect the Government, after consider-

ing the matter from all points of view, find’

that the only way of coming to a satisfac-
tory conclusion is to exereise their right to
cancel the present agreement by giving three
months’ notice. Every thing will be dene
in order, and an eflicient agreement will be
entered into, which, I trust, will be satis-
factory, not only to the railways, but to
the miners themselves, and whieh T hope will
prevent any of the friction that has lately
been in evidenee.

Mr. THOMSON (Katanning) [9.45]: I am
going tn oppose both the motion and the
amendment, [ oppose the motion becaunse
I am not prepared to accept the whole of
the recommendations embodied in the Royal
Commission’s report and certainly T am not
going to support the amendment moved by
the member for Geraldton at this stage. I
want to say that I have clearly indicated
in previous debates my views as far as the
Collia coal industry is concerned. T am a
great believer in fostering loeal industries
and I believe the fact that we have these
coalfields in this State bas been the saving
of hundreds of thousanda of pounds to West-
ern Australia. At this stage T want to
voice my disapproval at the action of the
people of Collie. T think when they moved
this motion—

That the Premier, the Minister for
Mines and Railways, and the Commis-
sioner for Railways be notified that after
Wednesday next, if the system of equal
distributien of orders and shortages is
not given effect to by that date, drastic
action will be taken to enforce same.

‘they are mot giving the Government
a fair deal. I honestly consider this in-
dustry should bhe given every consideration
by the Government. I am also surprised
to see the information coming from the en-
gine drivers' union. T regret they should
have’seen fit to put forward such a serions
indietment against our coal. Tt is regretta-
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ble that such opposition to this wvaluable
local industry should have been stated. Tun
my opinion a great deal of the trouble in
connection with Collie coal can be directly
attributed to the agreement which was en-
tered into—that is so far as the receipt and
dolivery of coal is concerned. At = first
glance, it seems the Commissioner has the
absolute right to receive coal that is not of
good quality, and it bas surprised me to
find that during all these years—last year
I believe the Railway Department paid
£90,000 to £100,000 for Collie coal—that all
tbat coal shouid have heen inspected by one
man. The whole thing, t0 my mind, is ab-
surd. It is ridiculous to expect thai one
man can inspect all the coal coming from
five or six mines in one area, and I agree
with the Premier that it is necessary for a
new agreement to be entered into whereby
the Commissioner shall have the right to re-
fuse coal which is not of the quality pro-
vided for in the contraet.

Ar. O’Loghlen: He has it new in the pre-
sent contract.

Mr. THOMSON: T admit he has the power
but it secms to me, that unless we are going
to do as the Minister for Works suggested,
have one inspector down the ming and one
on tep to see that every load is tipped into
the truck, we are not going to get the satis-
faction we would have if there was a new
agreement wherein the Commissiener ecould
refuse to aceept a truck of coal that is not
up to the quality stipulated. I think that
should be a condition of the coatract now.
True, it is in the agreement but it is im-
possible for one man, or a dozen men, to see
that we get the proper elass of coal

Mr. Grifliths: How would you remedy it?

Mr. THOMSON: The Government should
accept, as far as possible, coal from every
mine on the eoal fields to-day. I agree with
the report of the Commission in paragraph
230 where it says—

We recognise that several mines at Col-
lie would not have come into existence had
it not been for this principle of equal dis-
tribution, and it would be manifestly un-
fair to cancel the arrangements which
have been entered into, without due notice.

Therefore, I am not going to be in favour of
absolutely cancelling the whole of the orders
as far as the mines are concerned, because
I consider like those who sat on the Com-
mission, that it would be unfair and unjust
to say to the coal owners at the present
stage, ‘*We are not going to take any of
your coal but we want a better system than
that which is in existence to-day. We want
to get value for what the State is paying.’’
I consider seeing that the Government
have given due notice that a new
agreement should be entered into, and
gseeing the Premier has made a defin-
ite statement that he is going to take
the matter into consideration as far as the
coal mines are comcerned, it was not wise to
pass such a resolution in such drastic terms
as that which was moved at the meeting
at Collie. T think, through our present fin-
ancial stringency, it behovea every section
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of the community to see that the people
pull together and keep the State afloat.

Mr. O'Loghlen: You do not like puiling to-
gether when you get hit with a club,

Mr. THOMSON: This matter has been
discussed for a considerablo time and if there
bas been any threatening with a elub, the
¢oal proprictors and miners certainly have
done so,

Mr. O'Loghlen:
drivers{

Mr. THOMSON: Certainly they are to-day
holding u c¢lub at the head of the Govern-
ment, which is wrong. T agree with the
leader of the Qpposition that we should not
be swayed by the letter sent in from the
Firemen and Drivers’ Union, but we have
a right to consider their objection, As the
Premier has pointed out, it is possible for
the railways of the State to be run entirely
with Collie coal, but, as far as 1 am con-
cerned, we should not wilfully do anything
to injure the industry which is of great value
to the State. The present agreemeni should
be altered, in my opinion, because it is not
satisfactory,

Mr, O’'Loghlen:  'What is your objection;
with what paragraph do you disagree?

Mr. THOMSON: Under paragraph 14 1
admit the Commissioner has the right to re-
Jject coal at Collie.

Mr. O’Loghlen: What more power c¢an you
give them in any agreement?

Mr. THOMSON: I admit the Commissioner
¢an at all times send a man down the mine,
but seeing that thia agreement has worked
unsatisfactorily all these years, it iz right
that the Railway Department should be pro-
tected and I want also to see the industry
protected, and that we should have equal
distribution of coal as far as possible, con-
sistent with giving the Railway Department
value for the money spent.

Mr. NAIRN (Swan) [9.55]: I want to
know where we stand in regard to the state-
ment made by the Minister for Works, If I
nnderstood the Minister correctly he pro-
mised, on behalf of the Goverpment, that
the Government intended to review the con-
tract and to negotiate with three companies
only.

The Premicr: That is entirely wreng.

Mr. NAIRN: The Premier has given me
his word that the statcment is wrong and
that is sufficient for me on that particular
point. T want to give the Government that
necessary freedom that afl parties should
have on entering into a contract, but T do
not want the House to affirm a principle
which may not be the wish of the House, and
that is that the companies doing business
with the Government shounld be excluded
from further negoitiations. T think there
has been a great deal of bluff on all sides in
dealing with this matter and therefore the
Government should be justified in standing
firm. I do not agree with the leader of the
Opposition when he severcly attacka the
anion who have placed their views before
us. If there is any body of men in the com-
munity who have had a deal to do with the
handling of Collie coal it is the engine-
drivers, and 3f the ceal is not of the best

What about the loco.
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quality they quickly know it. It is in their
own interests to muke a prdtest. Therefore,
their statemest ean be accepted as coming
seriously from a deeply interested party. As
one who has bad a great deal of association
with the Collie coalfielda from their incep-
tion, I believe the basisa on which the Gov-
ernment will get good value lies in good
inspection. The Government have never
made the inspection to see that they are
getting proper value for the money which iz
paid. It is impossible for one man, not-
withstanding how good an insector he may
be, and I believe the present inspector is 4
good and conscientious officer, but however
conscientions he may be, no iadividual is
capable of giving that necessary inspection
by himself of all the coal which is required
by the Governmeni. Even the report of the
Royal Comuwission is definite on that matter.
They say that he must have assistance, 1
go further and say that the Government uru
justified in placing in their agreement a
clanse giving them the right to rejeet coal
at apy part of the railway service it is found,
provided it is traceable te the mine which
it left.

Mr, O’Loghlen: Would you fix a time?

Mr. NA1IRN: Yes, but that is a matter of
detail. The principle of giving the Govern-
ment suflicient inspeection, if they are going to
get value for their money, is an important
one. The point I rose to speak about was the
statement by the Minister which I evidently
misunderstood, but the impression I gathered
was that the Government only intended to deal
with three companies. If that had been the
intention of the Government I should have
opposed it seriously indeed.

Hon, P. Collier: The Minister for Railways
made a similar statement.

Mr. NAIRN: The Premier hag given an
assurance to the House that every company wil
get fair consideration.

Hon. P. Collier: Does that mean orders?

The Premier: No.

Mr. NATRN: The Premier says, no; he does
not mean orders; he means that he does not
guarantee. The Government are entitled
to that mueh freedom on entering into a con-
tract, so as to protect themselves. FProvirend
they insist on proper protection and proper in-
spection at any point at whieh eoal is found,
they can «lo business with any mine they ure
prepared to do buosiness with and who are pre-
pared to do business with them. Tt is not
the intention of the House to exclude any com-
pany from participating in the orders. T am
prepared to accept the word of the Premier,
who je in a position to speak with responsi-
bility, as against the word of the leader of
the Opposition, )

Hon. P. Collier: Which involves disheliev-
ing the word of two other Ministers as wcll as
that of the leader of the Oppogition. T have
two Ministers in the same boat with me. You
have the Premier with yon, and T have twon
Ministers with me.

My, NATRN: I pin my faith to the Premicr
rather than to the Ministers.

Hon, J, MITCHELL (Northam) [10.2]: I
think the member for Forrest (Mr. O’Loghlen)
ia to be comgratulated on having brought this
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matter before the House. We must consider
the question as it affects the public, though, of
course, we all have sympathy with the gentle-
men who have put their money into the coal
mines. I believe the policy of the past has been
a wrong one. The mine owners were told that
the orders of the Government would be equally
distributed, and natorally they invested their
moner in the mines on that understanding.
After many years of work it is found that ¢oal
from some of the mines is of inferior quality
for, at any rate, railway purposes. While we
have sympathy with the gentlemen, and while
no one has any desire to injure their invest-
ment, and while we have sympathy also with
the miners working at Collie, we are bound to
face the position as a matter of duty. If it is
true that 100 men more are required at the six
coal mines in order to produce the Railway De-
partment’s coal requirements, it seems to me
that we are wasting the work of those 100
men; and that is a thing which the State can-
not afford to do at the present time. After all,
the question is one of supply and demand.
“There seems to be a supply of coal of superior
quality at Collie quite oqual to the Railway
Department’s demand. Every member of thig
House knows the reason for the development
of the industry by artificial means, and we can
quite understand the coal ownera' objecting to
the artificial means being cut off at & moment’s
notice. A statement has been furnished to mem-
bers of this House by the locomotive engine-
drivers who have had experienca of the Collie
-coal—reliablee men who can be trusted and
whose advice we can safely take, They say that
70 cwt. of Newecastle coal are equal to 100 ewt.
of Proprietary coal, and equal to 125 cwt, of
other ollie coals. ’

Hon. P. Collier: We are not prepared to ae-
-cept that information from the Engine
Drivers’ Union. We ought to get it from the
Railway Department,

Hon. J. MITCHELL: The union support
the officials of the department. The leader of
the Opposition has been Minister for Railways
and he knows that these are the facts. I wish
the hon. gentleman would state all he knows
ahout the subjeet. Certainly, he knows that
these statements of the engine drivers are cor-
rect.

Hon. P. Collier: I do not. I absolutely deny
the statements of the engine drivers in many
respects.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: But not the state-
ments as to the valves of Collie coal?

Hon. P. Collier: I do mot accept those state-
menta either. 1 want the information from the
heads of the Railway Department.

Mr, Munsie: I thiok it will be found that a
good many of the engine drivers contradict
those statements.

Hen, J. MITCHELL: An engine driver told
me that if he pgot the best of Collie coal he
¢ould run his train to time, but that if he got
inferior Collie coal running to time was out of
the question.

Han. P. Collier: 1t is very curious to hear
a case from the other side of the House based
entirely on the statements of a Labour organi-
sation. It is a new experience altogether.
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Hon. J. MITCHELL: I am astonished at
the attitude adopted by the leader of the Op-
position,

Hon. P. Collier: No further evidence is re-
quired—the information eomes from a Labour
organisation,

Hon. J. MITCHELL: Tt was always 8o in
the mind of the hon. member. Unforfunately
for him, however, there are two Labour organ-
isations concerned—the Engine Drivers’ Union
and the Coal Miners’ Union. If it be true,
as stated, that 125 cwt of average Collie coal
are required to do the work of 100 cwt. of
Newcastle coal, it is a very serious thing for
the ecountry. The extra 25 per cent. of coal has
not only to be paid for, but has also to be
hauled long distances over the railways before
being used. The engine drivers have certainly
justified their case. They have pointed out that
we can use Collie coal with advantage, but not
all Collie conl.

Mr, O’Loghlen: What about the Royal Com-
mission? They do not count against the rail-
way organisation, do they?

Hon, J, MITCHELL: I am sure the leader
of the Opposition is of the opinion that the
officers of the department are with the railway
men. If the Premier sought the adviee of his
responsible officials, they would, I am certain,
confirm all that is said in the engine drivers’
statement. We are told that it costs 2s, 10d.
per ton extra to use Collie coal.

Hon. P, Collier: Where did the hon, gentle-
man get that information? That is a fair ques-
tion. The information is not to be found in
any official publication supplied to members
from the Railway Department,

Hon, J. MITCHELL: I believe the railway
officiale confirm in every detail the argument
of the Engine Drivers’ Union. The loss of 2s.
104. per ton from the use of Collie coal meany
a great deal to the State annuvally—a matter of
about £20,000, Further, to keep the engines in
order whilst they are burning inferior coal
costs a good deal more. Then there are ihe con-
sequent delays to the staff, and the inconveni-
ence to the travelling public. We have heard a
great deal about monopoly from hon. membere
opposite, yet they speak to-night of this com-
bination as common sense. It is strange to
hear hon. members opposite talk in that way.
We know that the users of the railways have
to pay the exira cost

Hon, P. Collier: Where is the proof of the
extra cost in any official document?

Hon. .J. MITCHELL: The extra cost may
be £40,000 or £50,000 or £60,000 a year, but
the users of the railways have to bear it. The
member for Toodyay (Mr. Piesse) to-night
made an excellent speech, and he very rightly
pointed out the dangers involved. That hon.
memhber was taken to task by the leader of the
Opposition, simply because his argument did
not suit the leader of the Opposition; indeed,
it irritated the hon. gentleman, and he attacked
the memher for Toodyay amd charged him,
who is always very muech alive, with having
been asleep for six years.

Hon. P. Collier;: On this question.

Hon. JJ. MITCHELL: Yot the member for
Toodyay, but the House, has been asleep for
8ix years. Tt was asleep until the member for
Forrest hrought up this matter to-night. T



480

bave already said that the thanks of this House
are due to that hon. member for having raised
the question. It appears that for the privi-
lege of paying something like £100,000 annually
for Collie coal, we are penalising the wsers
of ovur railways to an enormous extent. The
use of inferior Collie eoal will mean an in-
erease in the quantity of coal used. We are
told that to-day 90 per eent. of Collie coal is
being used on the railways. TIf only the
superior Collie coal wasg used, I think the Rail-
way Department could use 100 per cent. of
Collie.

Hon, P, Collier: No.

Hon. J. MITCHELEL: Why not?
Hou. P. Collier: Because the
drivers’ Union will not agree to that,
Hon. J. MITCHELL: We have been told
that the inspection of the coal has been weak.
In ordinary business one says to a man, ‘‘I
will buy your goods.’’ But if the goods are
not up to standard, that man will in a short
time be told not to call again. I do not be-
lieve the responsibility for insufficiency of in-
spection rests upon the Government. I think
that responsibility vests entirely upon the coal
owners. They should have seen that a good
quality of coal was supplied to the Govern-
ment, There are many interesting points in
connection with the Collie industry. I admit
that the Government agreed to take an equal
quantity from each mine—not from six mines,
but from as many mines as there might be,

irrespective of the cost.

Mr. O’Loghlen: No. The equal guantities
are to be taken only from the six mines,

Hon, J. MITCHELL: ®We agreed to spread
our orders in the hope that some day better
coal would be obtained. T think it is a reason-
able .point of view, that we are not likely to
get different coal for some time to come, at
all events from some of the mines.

Hon. P. Collier: We do not know that.

1Ton. J, MITCHELL: We have had a pretty
long experience, and have paid a pretty good
round sum for our experience, and we are
justified now in seeing what should be done.
There is some talk of covering the coal in
transit and doring storage, and of the uge of
soft coal on the goldfields. Thesc things would
mean terrific cost in the erection of sgheds. I
do not think the Government can be cxpected
to anderfake that expenditure. The leader of
the Opposition talked of monopoly, but I
thought the Railway Department’s order was
still Lo be distributed over two or three of the
best mines at Collie. T helieve that is the case.
With regard to soft coal, we have been told
that it does excellent work on the engines at
Brunswick. T hope the House will see that it
is their duety to determine what is best for
the State. We are talking of economy and we
ghould praetice it now. T remember a few
months ago when the owners increased the
priee of coal to the Government it was under-
stood that the owners would work at that in-
ereased price until after the war, and a short
time afterwards they were before the Federal
Arbitration Court asking for an increase jn
the price. They got the award to 13s. 5d,,
which is 5d. higher than the award for New-
castle coal. T intend to support the amend-
ment.

Engine-
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The MINISTER FOR WORES (Hon. W.
J.  George—Murray-Wellington) [10.18]:
With the indulgence of the House 1 would
like to make a personal explanation. There
is an impression that I stated on behalf of
the Government that it was intended fo take
coal from three mines. I did not say that
and if ‘*Hansard'’ was produced it would
be geen that I did not make sueh a statewent.
ment,

{The Speaker resumed the Chair.)

Mr. DAVIES (Guildford) {10.20]: L came
to the House with an open mind oa this
question and I have mnot been approached
personally or by letter in the matter. T re.
gret that references have been made to the
Locomotive Engineers’ union to-night. I be-
lieve the members of that union were actu-
ated by the best of motives, and I scorn
the idea that they are out on behalf of
monopolies. Those men have bad sufficient
experience of Collie coal to know that some
of the stuff they are buring is absolute rub-
bish, and it is time that state of affairs
came to an end. T know the opinion of Col-
lie conl which is held among the AMidland
railway men, They burn a certain percent-
age of Collie coal with Newecastle coal and
I understand it is an admirable mixture.
There is eoal to be found at Collie whieh
makes a good fuel for railway. purposes, but
there: is one thing to be said, and it is that
if the Government entered into an agree-
ment with the mine owners, that agreement
shonld be observed. When an agreement
was entered into the companies must have
known that unless they supplied an article
that was worth burning the agreement would
come to an end. 1 have been a mem-
ber of the party who are to-day sitting
opposite, and I do not know what their ob-
jection is to this business unless it be that
they want to justify themselves as an Op-
position. But I do not believe that is their
recason. There must be some other which
has not been given on the floor of the House
becaunse it is against the prineiples of the
Labour party or the Socialistic party.

Mr. Jones: What do you know of the
principles of the Labour party?

Mr. DAVIES: Tt is against the principles
of the party opposite or the Socialistic party
to keep six mines in existence to supply coal
which can be supplied by three.

Hon. P. Collier: T @0 not know any princi-
ples that that is against,

Mr. DAVIES: To reduce the cost of pro-
duction to the lowest possible extent.

Mr. Green: What about their attitnde
against monopolies?

Mr. DAVIES: Tt is the same with bak-
eries or butcheries or anything else. To keep
six mines going to produce what three can
supply is ceonomically unsound.

Mr. Munsie: No one has advocated that
nor has there been an attempt to do so on
this side of the House.

Mr. DAVIES: 1If these mines could be
kept fully employed at the present time
there might be some reason for keeping al¥
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It would be interesting to kaow

going.
fully oceupied

whether these mines were
during the pre-war days.

Hon. P. Collier: Three would close down
but for the railway orders.

Mr. DAVIES: Would they close under nor-
mal conditions?

Hon. P. Collier: I do not think so.

Mr, DAVIES: Why then should they ex-
ist at all especially when tbey do not pro-
vide a good article?

Hon., W. C. Angwin: The reasou is the
prejudice against the coal.

Mr. DAVIES: On whose part?

Hon. W. C. Angwin: On the part of a
lot of people.

Mr. DAVIES: I suppose people buy the
hest article they can for the money. The
State has a perfect right to encourage local
induetry, and the Government have been
very fair in regard to Collie coal, and T
shall always be prepared to sit behind any
Government winch will give this industry
a fair deal. I believe that the State has
fostered certain mines up to the absolute
limit, and I think it is reasomable that those
who desire to assist the Government in these
trying times ghould now stand behind the
Government. There is one thing which can
he said in regard to inspection, but I do
not know whether the suggestion I would
make will be regarded as a good ome or hot.
T would suggest that an engine-driver should
be appointed as an inspector for a period
of six months, and instrueted to act at Col-
lie alone or in conjunction with the present
inspector. If there should be any question
as to the quality of the coal it should be
made possible for a third person to come in
and settle the difference. As a railway man
of 19 years’ experience, I know that the
engine-drivers have about reached the limit
it is possible for them to get to. Hon. mem-
bers have asked what led the engine-drivers
to dictate the policy of the Government,
The engine-drivers, like anyone else have a
right to enter a protest if conditions are
beeoming unbearable. The position with
them has reached the stage that a remedy
must be effected or they will give it up in
despair. These men are expected to runm
traing to time, and if they fail, whose fault
is it? The delays are due entirely to the
fact that trains are expected to be run on
what is nothing but rubbish,

Hon. P. Collier: I have heard members on
the Government side smggest that the fault
was due to the desire on the part of the
men to get in a bit of overtime.

Mr. Munsie: That has been said repeat-
edly by members on the Ministerial side of
the House.

Mr. DAVIES: L would never subseribe to
that.

Hon. P. Collier: They do not say it now;
they have reformed.

Mr. DAVTES: The amendment, when it
was moved by the member for Geraldton,
struck me as being a remarkable one, and
T wondered whai was intended. I listened
attentively to the remarks of the member
for Forrest, and if it were a matter of senti-

ment I would vote for the motion, but the
matter is not to be decided on sentiment,
and I intend to stand behind Ministers in
seeing that the country gets a fair deal
I intend to vote against both the amend-
ment and the motion.

Mr. BROUN (Beverley) [10.27]: The
documents which T have received will not in-
fluence me in any way in regard to the direc-
tion in whieh I intend to vote. It would bave
been very much better if this information
had not been handed to hon. members. Mem-
bers of Parliament have their own opinions,
and on & subject like this, with the report of
the Royal Commission to guide them, they
have at their command all the information
necessary. Some hon. members even jour-
neyed to Collie on what was described by the
Minister for Works as a picnic in order to
inspect the mines for themselves, and they
should be better able to form an opinion.
Hon, members have no desire whatever to
place any obstacle in the way of the Collie
coal industry. It is the desire of all to sup-
port local industries and more especially the
coal industry, because if it were not for that,
we would to-day be paying a much higher
price for that commodity. We must look at
it from that point of view, and consider
whether we should not support our local in-
dustries, for while we are doing that we are
keeptng the money within our own berders
and protecting the State from being over-
charged for the imported article. As a re-
presentative of the Country party I have rea-
son to complain of the use of Collie coal dur-
ing the summer months in the agricultural
districts, I myself have been a sufferer, and
this year there has heen thousands of pounds
worth of produce destroyed by the loeomo-
tives, owing to the use of Collie coul

Mr. Green: From which minef

Mr. BROUN: 1 am not going to say, be-
canse in all probability the coal from
any of the mines at Collic would be
capable of lighting those fires. I had
the experience of travelling om trains for
at least two years when only New-
castle coal was used, and during the whole
of that time I never knew sparks to carry
beyond the boundaries of the railway line.
It is only since the Railway Doepartment has
been using Collie coal that we find our pro-
perties destroyed. I am not going to use the
agricultural industry as a lever against Col-
lie coa), because proper precautions should
be taken, first of all by the Commissioner of
Railways. It is only necessary to use New-
castle, or a big percentage of it, on the agri-
cultural lines during a eertain period of the
year, and rather than abolish the use of Col-
lie ecoal altogether it would he far better for
the department to use Newcastle coal prin-
cipally during a certain period of the year,
and for the rest of the year to use Collie
coal. By doing that they would avoid a great
many disastrous fires. Of course they have
not heen able fo follow this plan during the
present vear, because Newecastle coal is not
procurable. Tn regard to the use of Collie
coal during summer months, T think much
of the danger could be easily avoided. The



Commisgioner trequently discards  sugges:
tions made in regard to spark arresters. I
bave spoken to the Minister for Railways
about the suppression of the sparks. [ think
it is not at all necessary to use a spark ar-
rester inside the engine to prevent the sparks
egeaping. I made a simple suggestion to the
Minister, which I think would be cfective.
Collie coal is very light and, as hor. members
kunow, the engine-drivers complain that in us-
ing it they have to open the flue to get the
dranght, with the result that a large gquan-
tity of burning eoal is blown out and, if there
should be a strong wind, it is carried over the
fenees for at least half a chain. That conld
be avoided by the simple remedy of placing a
cap above the funnel so that the sparks would
strike it and fall down, instead of heing car-
ried beyond the vailway houndaries. Alter-
natively, I suggest that the Government com-.
pel all landowners adjoining the railway to
elear a break along the railway fences at
least a chain wide, and that the department
then plongh the breaks ontside the fence each
year. Thus we would have a break suffi-
ciently wide to prevent sparks heing carried
into the crops.

Hon, P. Collier: The Railway Department
has never made any serious attempt to devise
effective plans for dealing with Collic coal.

Mr. BROUN: Financially, the Government,
wounld be justified in wmaking this proposed
break, because recent fires have burnt con-
siderable lengths of railway fencing, which
will cost a lot of money to replace, whereas,
if they had these breaks outside the boun-
daries and attended to them cach year their
fences would be protected. Although I do not
wigh the Government any harm, T am pleased
that at last they have been sufferers from the
use of Collie coal in the agricultural districts.
At the Avondale State Farm this year therc
have been two fires, each of which destroyed
a good deal of property.

Hon. W. C. Angwin:
well insured?

Mr. BROUN: Probably they are not well
insured. Nearly every farmer is insured,
but the insurance companies will only insure
up te n certain point, They always have a
good margin, leaving a farmer liable to the
loss of thousands of pounds worth of wheat
and other property. The member for North-
East Fremantle (Hon, W. C. Angwin), like
many others, may believe that a farmer in-
sures his crop as at 15 bushels, when it really
goes only three or four bushels. Although I
have heard such things said, 1T have never
known of its heing done. Even if the farmer
did sueh a thing, T say it is for the insuranee
companies to keep their eyes open. I am not
going to vote for either the motion or the
amendment, T agree with the member for
Katanning (Mr. Thomson) in concluding that
this is n matter for the Government to decide.
To the past the Government have not had a
fair deal from the Collie coal companies.
There is no doubt ahout that. What the Gov-
ernment really want is a good, effective agree-
ment with penal clavses, and a thorough in-
speetion of all the coal that comes frem Collie.
Then, any ioferior coal shonld be thrown out.

I suppose they are
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The «department will have no need to use it
it the agreement is there.

Hon, P. Collier: They have an agreement
naw,

Mr. BROUN: It seems to me the complaint
of the Government is that the inspection is not
effective. [f they cannot carry it out at the
mines, they should be able to earry it out at
some distance from the mines. Tf the coal is
inferior it should be comdemned. In respect
of equal distribution of orders, the Govern-
ment shoulid make use of the best coal: but to
close down the mines without giving them a
fair trial would impose a very great hardship
hoth on the compuniez and on the miners. T
hope the Government will fix np an effective
agreement anid that under it they will be pro-
tectad in every direction. In my opinion the
Upllie eoal companies have to a great extent
been spoon-fed, although hitherto we have only
heard in this House of the spoon-feeding of
the agrieultural industry. :

Mr. Green: Why not give the companics the
same deal?

Mr. BROUX: The Government have heen
taking coal from them for vears, at a cost of
2g per ton more than the Neweastle coal, in
eomparison, of course

Mr. Green: Where did you get that informa
tign?

My, BROUN: 1 think T am right.

Hon. P. Collier: That is absolutely incor-
rect.

Mr. BROUN: Then we have to consider the
royalty, in commeetion with which there is
something like £60,000 owing to the Govern-
ment.

Hon. P. Coltier: Threepence per ton,

Mr, BROUN: That is a big sum. These
companies have had every help from the Gov-
ernment in the past, and the least the com-
panies ghould have done was to have supplied
the Government with dccent coal. I hope that
for the future they will do this, and that
ihere will be no necessity for further long de-
bates in the House on the matter. IJf the com-
panies do supply inferior fuel I trust the Gov-
ernment will be able to deal with them.

Mr, MUNSIE (Hannans) [10.42]: Many
strange arguments have been brought forward
in connection with the Collie coal industry.
Firstly, some hon. membera have taken it for
granted that, beeawse on the one hand the
Loco. Engine-drivers, Firemen, and Cleaners’
have issued an ultimatum to the Government,
and on the other hand that these people have
sent a letter to every member of Parliament,
it represents the opinion of the whole of the
engine-drivers, firemen, and cleaners through-
ont the State.

My, Jones: They are hyrterical,

Mr. MUNSIE: Ihave aletter from the presi-
dent of the Kalgoorlie branch of the Loco.
Engine-drivers, Firemen, and Cleaners’ Union
which indicates absolute opposition to the ac-
tion of the exeeutive, and informs me that
this is almost the unanimous opinion of the
members of the Kalgoorlie branch. Tn faet,
the letter point blank contradicts the state-
ment of the executive, Furthermore, the exe-
cutive of this organisation have publiely statedl
that a ballot of the whale of the members was
taken, There are, however, two branches of
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the organisation in this State which have chal-
lenged the executive to take a hallot amongst
the members, but the executive will not do so.
The Premier stated that a very strong feeling
has grown up between two sections of the
eommunity, the railway engine-drivers on the
one hand, and the Collie miners on the other.
I admit that this is so, but would add that the
entire blame for this rests upon the shoulders
of the Government. The Premier cannot see
how that comes about, but I do. The whole
thing has been very cleverly worked by a see-
tion of the community to relieve the Govern-
ment of any responsibility in connection with
the settlement of this matter, while in the
meantime two trade unions or labour organi-
sations are tearing at one another’s throats
and fighting the matter out among themselves.

The Minister for Railways: It might have
been very much hetter to have left them to
fight it mnt,

Mr. MUNSIE: A resolution was carried by
the Collie miners only three days ago, and a
resolution exaetly in the same terms, though
worded in a different manner and couched in
stronger language, was carried and sent io the
Government, as well as to the various labour
organisations of the State, some months ago
by the railway organisation. This latter rese-
lution was evidently all right, for no exeep-
tion was taken to it.  When, however, the
Collie coal miners, in an attempt to justify
their attitude, carry a resolution similar to
that carricd by the railway organisation, it
Dbecomes a crime in the eyes of the Government.

Mr. Mullany: It was not to justify their
actions, but to make members afraid to vote
against them.

My, MUNSIE: Their actiors will not in-
fluence me one way or the other. I am abso-
lutely in aceord with the engine drivers in
their demand for clean coal from the coal pro-
prietors. Here is another funny point. The
Government have set their minds on taking
almost all their supplies for the railways from
one particular mine in Collie.

Hon. P, Collier: They have fixed the guan-
tity.

Mr. MUNSIE: But the one mine that they
condemn in Collie is the Westralian. It does
seem remarkahle to me that the owners of the
mine, from whieh the engine drivers want two-
thirds of the railway supplies taken, are prae-
tieally breaking their necks to buy the Wes.
tralian mine. These peopls have made over-
tures in this direction times without number.

Hon. P. Collier: They tried to buy the shares
when they could not buy the mine outright.

Mr. MUNSIE: They have tried to work this
in different ways. T would point out that the
Westralian mine is virtually a co-operative
company. They have now had to go to the
extent of altering their articles of association
in order to prevent the Proprietary company
from getting control by purchasing the shares.
Evidence can be brought to prove this,

The Minister for Railways: That must be
on account of the mew seam.

Mr, MUNSIE: I am glad the Minister haa
made that interjection.
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The Minister for Railways: I know nothiong
about it.

Mr. MUNSIE: I do not know whether that
is 80 or not. The Commissioner, I am informed,
when making the agreement between himself
43 consumer and the Collie coal proprietors,
insisted that the test for the coal should be
based on its calorific value, That standard,
at all events, carries the greatest weight in
respect to the price that shall be paid, But I
would again point out that the very mine
which the Government are condemning and
endeavouring to wipe out, produces coal of
the highest calorific value on the field, and
this is based on the tests made every week by
the Railway Department,

The Minister for Railways: The question is
the shale, not the calorific value,

Alr, MUNSIE: I blame the company to a
certain extent, but not more than I blame the
man who was placed there by the Government
to inspeet the coal. The Commissioner is just
a8 mmuch to blame. Under the agreement he
can objeet to take coal from certain places
brecause of the dirt, and if the company per-
sists in supplying dirty coal, the Commissioner
can close that portion of the mine down from
which the dirty coal comes. ‘The Commis-
sioner has had an opportunity for the past
three years of closing that portion of the
mine up, but he has not done so. There ig
one other statement I want to reply to, and
that is the statement of the Minister for
Railways in dealing with this propasition.
He knew from the statement made by the
member for Forrest that it would mean the
throwing out of employment 200 men. The
member for Forrest contradieted the Minis-
ter and said 200 men. Now that statement
has again been contradicted in to-day’s news.
paper, and the number of men is stated to
be 100. The Minister based his argument
on the 100 men, and made the astounding
statement, that it was time the publie of
Western  Australia, the taxpayers. were
warned that by ecarrying out the present con-
ditions they would be practically paying 100
more men. What an absurd statement for
the Minister, and for a Minister who is also
a lawyer, to make.

Hon. P. Collier: Absurd even for that Min-
ister,

Mr. MUNSIE: The public and the tax-
payers of Western Australia are not going to
benefit one halfpeany if the colliery supplies
that coal, because the colliery that will be
supplying the coal will employ one-third of
the men, You will only increase by 50 per
cent. the profits of the ¢company who are sup-
plying the Government with the coal. Sup-
posing the 100 men are cut ont and the Gov-
ernment take the same quantity of coal, agree-
ing to pay the same price for it, how i3 the
taxpayer, by employing the extra 100 men, be-
ing robbed? TE by wiping out the 100 men
the Railway Department could receive the
coal at that amount of money less, then the
taxpayers would he receiving seme benefit, I
want to warn the Government that if they
persist in carrying out their present inten-
tions, within 12 months of doing so the mine
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that is eausing most of ihe trouble, that is the
Westralian, will be closed down, and within
six months that mine will become the property
of the present Collie Proprietary company,
and will be supplying the ¢oal from the very
nmine which they have closed down.

The Minister for Works: You are posing as
a prophet.

Mr. MUNSIE: There is very strong cir-
cumstantial evidence. I hope the Government
will not jnsist on doing something that is
going to close down three of the mines at
Collie. If the Government do something that
will insist on the coal owners supplying the
country with clean coal, then T am with them.

Mr. O'LOGHLEN (Forrest—in reply)
[10.55]: In view of the lateness of the hour
and the wish of members to cateh their
trains and trams, and my desire to see the
question put te the vote, I shall not reply to
the argumeats. T have taken a note of the
arguments, with a view of putting up a case
on some future occasion. T regret I am not
given an opportunity to reply to-night, but I
hope hon. members will be guided by the evi-
dence whieh has been placed before them, and
hy the serionsness of the situation at Collie.

Amendment (that the words proposed to be
added be added) put and negatived.

Mr. MULLANY (Menzies) [10.57]: Not-
withstanding the lateness of the hour, T de-
gire to move an amendment,

Mr. SPEARER: The hon,
already spoken.

Mr. MULLANY: To the amendment. I in-
tend to move a furtber amendment if 1 am
allowed to do so.

Mr. SPEARKER: The hon. member has ad-
dressed himself to the motion.

Mr. MULLANY: No, to the amendment.

Mr. SPEAKER: The motion and the
amendment were before the House at the
same time. I rule the hon. member out of
order.

Mr. MULLANY: The amendment has been
disposed of; now it is open to move a fur-
ther amendment.

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. member having
spoken, cannot move an amendment.

Mr. MULLANY: With all respeet to your
ruling, when the House met to-day the ques-
tion before it was the amendment moved by
the member for Geraldton to the motion of
the member for Forrest, and I submit the
only question we have discussed to-day has
been the amendment,

Mr. Holman: Tt covers both.

Mr, SPEAKER: The hon. member has ad-
dressed himself to the motion and to the
amendment likewise, Any hon. member who
has not addressed himself to the subject is
in order in speaking to the motion now if he
so desires,

Mr. MULLANY: I submit——

Mr. SPEAKER: I have ruled the hon.
member out of order, and unless he dissents
from my ruling I ask him to resume his scat.

Mr. MULLANY: Then T shall move that
the Honse dissent from your ruling.

Mr. SPEAKER: Will the hon. member put
it in writing?

member hns

[ASSEMBLY.]

Disgent from the Speaker’s Ruling.

Mr. Speaker: The member for Menzies has
disagreed with my ruling. He desires to
move—

*‘That the ruling of the Speaker be dis-
agreed with on the ground that I have not
previously spoken to the motion before the
House.”?

Regarding the hon, member’s ground of dis-

sent, T desire to point out to the louse that

the debate, after the moving of the amend-

ment, proeeeded on the motion and on thes
amendment, The hon. member las addressed

himself to the question, and I have ruled

that he is not in order in speaking again to

the motion or in movng a further amend-

ment. That is the ruting from which the hon.

member dissents,

Mr. Mullany: I must again draw attention
to the fact that from the Notice Paper as
drawn up members coming to the House to-
day wonld have no intimation regarding the
motion moved by the member for TForrest
(Mr. O'Loghlen). The suspension of the
Standing Orders  was secured so that the
House could dizcuss the motion standing in
his name on the Notice Paper.

Mr, Spealcer: The hon, member is in error,
The Standing Orders have not been suspended.
It wae resolved that motions be proceeded
with:

Mr. Mullany: Yes; that is so.
ference is only onc of degree. T take it that
the House to-day has Dbeen | discussing, or
should have heen discusgsing, the amendment
moved by the member -for Geraldton (Mr.
Willcoek). If those speaking were allowed
to speak all round the subject, as I have
heard stated, then, T take it, that was not the
fault of thosc members. With all doe res-
peet to the Chair, 8ir, I suhmit that if yon
wished to move in the direction vou have now
indicated, you should have confined members
to the amendment. The House is now in this
position: whilst I, for one, cannot support the
motion in its present form, T do desire that
some modification of that motion should be
carried. I hold that by the moving of an
amendment a freer expression of opinion
would probably be ghiained from members,
But, of course, if the House now upholds your
ruling, Sir, in which roling I am unable to
follow yon, I shall be debarred from meving
the amendment I have in view. My reason
for dissenting from your decision, Sir, is that
I maintain membera should not have been per-
mitted to stray from the amendment. They
ought not to have been allowed to do so.
Having regard to the seriousness and wrgent
importance of the question, I assume the
Housc desires to have it discussed from every
point of view. TFor that reason I must leave
the decision on my motion of dissent in the
hands of the Chamber.

Mr. Speaker: Is there any seconder?

Mr. Lutey: T second the motion of the
member for Menzies,

Hon. T. Walker: T think the member for
Menzies, in dissenting from your ruling, Mr.
Speaker, is under a slight wmisapprehension,
or, perhaps, T should say a serious misappre-
henaion, as to the cnstom in debates in Par-

But the dif-
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liament. An hon. member who speaks to a
motion before an amendment i3 moved,
speaks only to the motion—naturally. He
has then the right to speak to an amend-
ment subsequently moved; but in that case
be must confine himself to the amendment.
But an hon, member who rises after an
amendment has been moved, speaks to both
the motion and the amendment. He, there-
fore, has exhausted his right of speech in
speaking once. That is the course which has
been taken this evening,

Mr. Holman: Quite right.

Flon. T. Walker: The motion wag before
the House some days ago. Subsequently, an
amendment was moved; and after the mov-
ing of that amendment the member for
Menzies rose and did discuss beth the mo-
tion and the amendment, thereby exhausting
hig right to speak, That is the custom and
the law in Parliamentary debates, There-
fore { hope the House will uphold your rul-
ing, Mr. Speaker, for the purpose of the
proper conduct of debate in future. Other-
wise, we should have no end of speaking,
and there would be infinite contention in de-
bates.

Mr. Holman: I support the remarks of the
member for Kanowna. If the member for
Menzies were right in his contention, it would
be open to a member to move a dozen amend-
ments, and so endlessly delay the business of
the House. The remarks of the member for
Kanowna bear out my views on the point. On
such a motion as this, after a member has
spoken on both the amendment and the motion,
Ie finally eloses his mouth,

Mr. Lutey: I support the member for Men-
ziew, Under Standing Order 117, T take it, the
lion. member was quite in order in speaking
to the amendment, If he was wrong, and
spoke to both motion and amendment, 1 think
he should have been called to order and made
to speak to the amendment only. According
to the rules of debate to which T have been
aceustomed, & man can speak only to an
amendment when an amendment has been
moved. At all events, the amendment was the
question before the House.

Mr. Speaker: To which Standing Order is
the hon. member referring?

Mr. Lutey: No. 117,

Mr. Speaker: The member for Brownhill-
Ivanhoe has referred to Standing Order 117,
which T will read.

Mr, Holman: It has no bearing on the point
at all.

Mr. Speaker: No; it has no bearing on the
question, It reads as follows:—

A member may speak to any question be-
fore the House, or upon a question or
amendment to be proposed by himsgelf, or
npon a question of order arising out of the
debate, or upon a question of privilege, but
not otherwise.

Mr, Holman: I suggest, Mr. Speaker, that
you read &lso the mnext Standing Order,
No. 118,

Mr. Speaker: If it is the wish of the House,
! will quote that Standing Order also—

No member may speak twice to a question
before the House, except in explanation or

reply, or in Committee of the whole House,

Mr. Lutey: I wish to ask a quesiion, Wher
there is an amendment before the Chair, whict
is the question—the motion, or the amend
ment?

Mr. Speaker: So far as my seventeer
years’ experience in this House is concerned
whenever an amendment to o motion has beer
moved, the debate has proceeded on both the
nation and the amendment. If bhon. member:
will cast their minds baek over the debatc
which bhas just been cencluded, they will recal
that the addresses have been on hoth the mo
tion and the amendment.

Motion put and negatived.

Resumead.

Questio_n (that the motion be agreed to) put
an](] a division taken with the following re-
sult:—

Ayes e . 12
Noes . .. L.oo22

Majority against ., 1_6

AYES.
Mr. Chesson | Mr. Lutey
Mr. Collier I Mr. Monsie
Mr. Green ' Mr. Plckering
Mr. Griffithe ' Mr. Walker
Mr. Holman L Mr, G’Logblen
Mr. Jobhrston (Teller.)
Mr. Lambert l

NoEa.
Mr. Angelo Mr. Piesse
Mr. Broun Mr. H. Robinson
Mr. Brown Mr. R, T. Robinson
Mr. Draper Mr. Btubbs
Mr. Durack Mr. Teesdale
Mr. Gardiner Mr. Thomson
Mr. George Mr, Underwoed .
Mr., Harrison Mr. Veryard
Mr. Hickmott Mr. Willmott
Mr. Hudson Myt Hardwick
Mr. Lefroy {Teller.)
Mr. Mitchell

Question thus negatived,

House adjourned at 11.15 pm.



