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

QUESTION-MONEY rOUND.
As to Payment of Relward,

Hon. V. HAMERSLEY (without notice)
asked the Chief Secretary: 1, Does the state-
ment in an article headed "Tale of a Coat,"
attributed to Sergeant Wyatt and published
in "The Daily News" newspaper of Friday,
the 12th March, 1943, relative to a sum of
£60 having been found and handed to the
police, correctly state the facts? 2, If so,
to what use did thet Govcrnment put the
mnoneyl 3, Was Any reward paid to the
finder of this particular awin of money? 4,
If nut, does he think this is likely to encour-
age honesty? 5, Is it the practice of the
Government to pay Ito reward in such cir-
cumstances?

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

BIL--COMMONWEALTH POWERS.
Received from the Assembly and read a

first time.

Bilkr-VERMIN ACT AMEND-
MENT,

Assembky's Request for Conference.
Message from the Assembly requesting a

conference on the amendments insistead on
by the Council and notifying that at such
conference the Assembly would be repre-
sented by three managers, now considered.

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

That the Assembly's request for a confer-
enee be agreed to, that the con ference be held
on a dlate to he fixed, and that the managers
for the Council be Hon. L. Craig, Ron. L. B.
Bolton and the mover.

HON. 0, B. VVILLIAMS (South): I oh-
ject once again to conference managers be-
ing nominated. They should be elected by
the House.

The PRESIDENT: If any hon. member
so desires, a ballot must be taken.

Hon. C. B. WILLIAMIS: I do. Confer-
ence mnembers should be elected, not
nominated.

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

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

Question put and passed.
The PRESIDENT: As objection has been

taken to the nlomination of managers, at
ballot must be held.

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

Message Accordingly returned to the As-
sembly.

BIL-COAL MINE WORKERS
(PENSIONS).
Recommittal.

On motion by the Chief Secretary, Bill
recommitted for the further consideration of
Clauses 2, 3, 5, 6, 15 and 19.

In Committee.
Hon. J. Cornell in the Chair; the Chief

Secretary in charge of the Bill.
Clause 2-Tnterpretations:
Hon. H. SEDDON. I was under the im-

pression that the Bill had been brought be-
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fore the House with the concurrence of all
parties concerned, but I have received a
letter today which leads ate to a different
conclusion. Perhaps the Chief Secretary,
if he can see his way clear to do so, would
make a statement with regard to the pre-
liminary negotiations that occurred before
the Bill was introduced.

The CHAIRMAN: This is a little irre-
gular. The Chief Secretary can please him-
self whether or not he makes such a state-
ment.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: I have no
statement to make, except to say in reply
to the hion. member that representations
were made to the Mioister by both parties.

Hon. H. Seddon: By both parties?
The CHIEF SECRETARY: Yes.
Hont. 11. S. W. PARKER: Before I move

the first amendment appearing in my name
on the notice paper, I desire to move to
alter the word "is" in the definition of mine
worker. The definition will then read: "a
person who was employed underground in
a coalmnine in the State by the owner of the
coalmine at any time after the 31st Decem-
ber, 1937." The definition at present ap-
p~earing in paragraph (b) really has no
meaning. it says, "who was at any time
after the 31st day of December, 1937, en-
gaged as a mine worker in the coal indus-
try iii this State." We therefore come
back to the question, what is a mine worker?
The definition appearing in tile New South
Wales and Queensland Acts is "a person
who was at ally time after (a certain date)
engaged in the coalmnining industry." The
words "as a mine worker" were not includled.
They have been inserted in paragraph (b)
in error. The alteration I propose will give
effect to w"hat the Committee intended. it
is my intention to move an amendment as
follows:-

That in line I of paa:Il1rIIl (a) of the de-
flition of ' ' ine wo~rIker'" tihe word ''is, , be
st ruck omat ,,t a vimw to inserting the word
'was.''

The CHAIRM.NAN: Your amendment does
not appear onl the notice paper.

lon. H. S. W. PARKER: N'o, but this is
not tile third reading stage.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: Tn My
opinion MNr. Parker is making a mistake.
The present deflnition of "mine worker" is
"a person who is employed underground in a
coalanne in tile State by the owner of the
mint." There is nothing wrong with that
definition.

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

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

Hon. J. A. Dhnmitt: Which is one defi-
ntion.

The CHIEF SECRETARY:- Yes.
Hon. H. S. W. Parker: I want to extend

the definition, so that it will include every-
body in the industry after 1937.

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

Hon. H. S. W. Parker: Yes, as a mine
worker; but what is a mine worker9

The CHIEF SECRETARY: A man who
is employed underground.

Hon. H. S. WV. Parker: -No. The defini-
tion now is, "a mine worker who is at any
time after a certain date eng&aged as a mine
worker." We must now define what a mine
worker is.

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

Hon. H. S, W. Parker: Yes, it will.
The CHIEF SECRETARY: The lion.

member's idea is to make the (leilnitionl read:
Ica mine worker is a person who has been
employed in a coalmine in this State from
the 31st December."

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

The CHIEF SECRETARY: For my
benefit, the lion, member alight go over the
ground again, because I cannot see any real

ncsity for the amendment.

lon. 11. S. WV. PARKER: It is not my
iiotkention to alter what has been agreed to
by the Committee. This would merely
carry out the intention of the amend-
ment moved by 'Mr. Craig, to the
effect that a "mine worker" should
ivan kin underground worker. Take para-

graph (e) as a check onl paragraph (b)'
Eut-h piuragriipli must he taken distinctly
aind. svparately from the other. If the para-

grphtl is left as it is, any worker in a amine
e.,,11rd e~lim a pension. He would say, "I am
t i nt- worker. I was a maine worker after
19317, thierefore I claim a pension." Tie
would he told that the TLegislature had stun'i-
tated that a mine -worker meant an under-
g'itirld -worker, hut it is not state'I v'hr9l
a mine wor-ker actually is. If the two wort!;
"mine worker" are omnitted there would be.
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a meaning to the term "mine worker,"
namely, a person who at any time was en-
gaged in the coalmining industry. We have
distinctly stated that we do not want the
definition to include everybody but only
underground workers, and I am oniy sug-
gesting an amendment which will conform
to what I believe to be the intention of the
Committee.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: I see the
hon. member's idea, but I suggest that a
better way to meet his desire would be to
amend paragraph (a) to read somewhat
like this-

A person who is or at any tinme after the
thirty-first day of December, one thousand nine
hundred and thirty-seven, has been employed
underground in a coalmine in this State by the
ownter of the mine.

Hon. H. S. W. Parker: I have no objec-
tion to thant.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: I think per-
haps we might postpone consideration of
this clause until a later stage of the pro-
ceedings to see whether we can reach unani-
mity in regard to the actual wording.

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

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn.
On motion by the Chief Secretary, fur-

ther consideration of the clause postponed.
Clause .3--Special provisions as to caleu-

lation of periods of employment:
Hon. 3. G. HISLOP: I move an amend-

mniet-
That fi]lie a of SubeLause (4) otter the

figures ''1941'' the words ''of which union
or organisation the membership is principally
confined to persons falling within any one or
more of the classes referred to in Section 2 of
this Act'' be inserted.
I still maintain that this paragraph is some-
what ambiguous and that there are
words in paragraph (g) of Clause 2 which
have been left out of this subelause and
which if inserted would make it quite clear
and beyond all doubt. It is those wvords I
propose to have added.

The CHAIRMAN: Before the Chief
Secretary replies I point out that on
Tuesday last he sought my advice on
the recommittal of this Bill. I suggested
to him that I thought it would meet the
wishes of the Committee if he gave a day's
grace in order that the Bill could be studied
and that members could putl amendments on
the notice paper. This the Chief Secretary
did. I think that met with the approba-

tion of the Committee. Now Dr. Hislop
has come at the eleventh hour with eight
amendments which do not appear on the
notice paper.

Hon. G. W. Miles: There are others that
do not appear.

The CHAIRMAN: I think that is a breach
of faith. I have read the hon. menth-'*s
amendments. Some are highly contentions.
It is difficult for members to follow the
amendments if they are not in front of them.
However, Dr. Hislop ha5 complied with the
usual rule that three copies of proposed
amendments be supplied to the Chamber,
and I now call onl the Chief Secretary to
reply.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: I do not
look on this as a breach of faith, although
it is awkward when one receives a num-
her of amendments like this at the last
minute. I did not see them before oat,
o'clock today. I am expected to know some-
thing about the subject-matter, but as the
House smet at 2.15 there was not much time
to digest the amendments. Nevertheless, I
do not think there is any' real reason why
we should not deal with them. So far as
this one is concerned, the words are really
redundant because the interpretation clause
provides what is meant by, anl elected official.
Consequently I do not knmow~ that it makes
anly difference whether the words go in or
stay out. Clause 2, Interpretation, de-
fines an elected official, and that definition
is what Dr. Hislop desires to insert.

Amendment put.

the CHAIRMAN:\ I suppose silence indi-
citis consent.

Hort. L. CRAIG :it indicates that this
Committee does not really know thea portent
of the amendment. I agree with the Chief
Secretary. I cannot see that it makes any
difference, but I feel somte diffidence in say-
ing yes or- no unless I know what I am
talking nlboiit. I first knew what this
amendment was whenm it was read out. I
think it might have somne serious conse-
qlupees, but if I take it and read it for haff
all hour at home I might change my mind.
This Committee should not vote without
knowledge.

The CHAIR MAN: If the Committee is
not sure of its ground the clause should be
recommitted.

Hion. Sir flal Colebatch: Would you, Sir,
mind reading the amendment?
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The CHAIRMAN: Yes. The amendment The CHIEF SECRETARY: I move an
is to insert after the figures "1941" the words
"of which union or organisation the mem-
bership is principally confined to persons
falling within any one or more of the classes
referred to in Section 2 of this Act." The
Chief Secretary has pointed out that the
words are redundant.

Hon. H. S. WV. Parker: They are the same
words that appear in Clause 2.

lion. W. J. M1ANN: I think I moved that
amendment previously, and my object was
to make it clear that the elected officials
should be from the miners' union and not
from any other of the unions that may be
represented by other persons, such as eec-
trielns working in the mine.

Hon. J. G. HISLOP: I am sorry that
such a position has arisen. In these busy
days when one is attempting to do a lot of
wlar wvork outside this Chamber it is ex-
treniely difficult to assemble one's views on a
lengthy Bill such as this, and after so many
mgmendments have appeared on the notice
paper, within a short period of time. If it
would pilease this Committee better I would
ask for a recommittal of the clause so that
my amendment might appear on the notice
paper. If that sugg~estion is agreed to I
would like to do the same with the other
amendments I have brought forward.

in. C. B. WILLIA'MS: I do not kc'~
why wec should waste time on such a simnrle
matter. This amendment only seeks to add
certamin words tat apJpearI somewhere Pl~q

T ami in favour of those words being in-
eluded. I don not agree that a trade union
Vecretary- who has never worked in a coal

mine, sh~ould come under this scheme. I sa,,
at the second reading stage, that the posi-
tion was vry open. A man from any trade
uni~mon coul Id be inacluded.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: What we de-
%ire is to have the posit ion clarified so that
there may lie no mistake as to what is meant.
That would be better achieved if, instead of
adding these words, we deleted sonmc words.
We would then make the subelause read as
follows:-

Ali- elected official as defined by Section 2,
paralgraph (g)-

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

The CHIEF SECRETARY: Yes.
Hon. 3. G. HISLOP: I ask leave to with-

draw my amendment.
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn.

amendment-
That in lines I to 5 of Smibelause (4) the

words ''of an industrial or trade union of ems-
ployees, or of a"t association of employees, re-
gistered as an organisation under the Common-
wealth Conciliation and Arbitration Act, 1904-
1934, or unader the Industrial Arbitration Act,
1912-1941'' be deleted with a view to inserting
other words.

Amendment put and passed.
The CHIEF SECRETARY: I propose to

move to insert, in lieu of the words struck
out, a provision setting out that the elected
official shall be as defined in the definition
of "mine worker.'

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

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

That time following words be inserted in lieu
of the words struck ot:-' as set out in para-
graph (g) of tile definition of ''nine worker"
in Section 2."1

Hon. W. J. MANN: If the amendment
were agreed to, would it not be possible for
more than one elected official to be brought
within the scope of the Bill'? I want the
provision narrowed dowvn specifically to one
official. Other unions have members who
work on the mines. The Victorian Act pro-
vides for two elected officials, and under thme
New South Wales Act I think any number
of officials can he broaught within the scope
of the legislation. I do not think the amiend-
ment is as definite a's that originally sug-
gested by Dr. Hislop.

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

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

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

Clause 5-Employment after 60 years of
age prohibited:

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

That a new subelause be inserted as follows:
-''(1) Subject to this section no person shall
take into or retain in his employment as a
:mine worker any person who is of or above the
age of 60 year;, and no person of or al-ore the
age of 60 years shall accept or continue in
employment as a mine worker except as pro-
vided in Subsection (2) of this section."
The additional words I mentioned earlier are,
4as provided in Subsection (2) of this sec-
tion." Later on I will move for the dele-
tion of paragraph (c) of Subelause (2).

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

Amendment put and passed.
Hon. H. SEDDON: 1 move an amend-

met-
That paragraph (c) of Suhelanse (2) be

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

Amendment put and passed-
Hon. 3. G. HIS LOP: I move an amend-

ment-
That a farther proviso be added to paragraph

(b) of Subelause (2) as follows-" Provided

further that if in the opinion of a tribunal a
mine worker of or above the age of sixty years
is unable to continue his employment by reason
of his physical disabilities, or if in the
opinion of the tribunal the employment
of such mine worker would be detrimental
to the safety of his fellow nine workers, such
mine worker shall be retired by the tribunal."1
The Bill as amended provides that a miner
of 60 may retire or may continue working.
Some men of 60 have a false idea of their
physical abilities and may claim to be able
to continue their work. The tribunal should
have a right to say to such a man, "You
are not fit for the work, and you may he a
danger to other men in the mine," and retire
him from the industry.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: I raise no
objection to the amendment. When a mine
worker of miore than 00 years inszists upon
working underground and, in the opinion of
the tribunal or of the men working with him,
he is a danger to fellow-employees, the tri-
bunal should have the right to retire him
from that work, and he should be entitled to
receive a pension.

Hon1. C. B. WILTTAMS: This amend-
ment will negative all that Mr. Seddon hafs
aimed to accomplish. He has secured am end-
ments to permit a mnan to remain in a mine
after reaching 60 years of age, and this
amendment will afford means of getting rid
of him.

Hon. H. SEDDON: If a miner is con-
sidered to ha a danger L6 his fellow-workers,
the tribunal will have power to determine
that fact. I cannot conceive of the mine
management then retaining his services. I
see no great harm in the amendment.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: The point
arises whether the words have been inserted
in the right place. Dr. Hislop might con-
sider whether the better place for them would
be at the end of Clause 5, either as a proviso,
or as a substantive subelause.

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

The CHIEF SECRETARY: I move as
an amendment on the amendment-

That the words proposed to be added to
paragraph (b), he added at the end of the
clause to stand as Subelause (7).

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

Amendment, on amendment, put and
pased; amendment, as amended, agreed to.

Clause, as amended, put and lpassed.
Clause 0-Pensions, mine workers who are

retired:
Ron. J. G. HISLOP: In view of the re-

luctance of members to discuss these amend-
ments while they are not on the notice paper,
may I explain that it is extremely difficult
to review a Bill of this character in such a
short time, esp~ecially when one is attempt-
ing to do much war work outside. I would
a*k the Chief Secretary to consider re-
committal of the amendments.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: I am anxious
to make progress with the measure.
We adjolirned. the House over yesterday in
order to be able to do so. I suw--
gest confining the present discussion to
amendmients that can be grasped readily.
A slight misunderstanding has arisen with
regard to one amendment, but those that
follow are quite clear. I have a vivid recol-
lection of having had on numerous occasions
to deal at a moment's notice with long and
involved amendments in a number of Bills,
amendments of which I had had no notice.
I do not think members have cause to com-
plain bitterly of the fact that they have, in
the circumstances, had no notice of these
amendments. Dr. Hislop wrote to me ex-
plaining why he was unable to put these
amendments on the notice paper. We should
proceed with the Bill in an endeavour to
make progress.

Ron. J. 0. HISLO1P: I move an amend-
ment-

That at the end of paragraph (b) the fol-
lowing proviso be addcd -''Provded that a
mine worker who because of ill-health certified
to by a miedical certificate was unable to work
60 days in his last year of employment, but
who has fulfilled all other obligations under
this Act, shall not be debarred from receiving
a pension under this section.''
There is a possibility of injustice, because,
on the present wording, a mine worker in
order to receive a pension must have fulfilled
the requirements of Clause 6, Subelause (1).
If a worker is unable to continue working

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

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

Clause 15-The tribunal:
Hon. J. G. HISLOP: I move ain amend-

met-
That in line 1 of Suhclause (2) the word

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

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

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

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

The CHIEF SECRETARY: The contri-
butions to tile reserve fund will he subject
to actuarial advice, and I do not know that
ain increased membership of the tribunal
would affect the position very much. Cer-
tain information will ]lave to he supplied,
but we provide in the Hill that there shall
lbe no alteration of benefits avid so on except
after an actuarial examination, and the re-
serve fund will be established on the advice
of the actuary' . If the hon. member feats
there is going to be a difference of opinion
betwveen the two companies there might be
something in his argument, but I cannot see
why there should be such difference. There
are only two companies involved.

Hon. L. Craig: At the moment; there may
be more later onl.

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

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

Amendment put and negatived.
Clause put and passed.

Clause 19-Contributions:
Hon. G. W. 'MILES: Before the Chief

Secretary brings forward his proposal I
would like the Committee to consider the de-
letion of all the words in Subelause (6) from
"Notwithstanding" down to "ton." If the

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

The CHAIRMAN: Dr. Hislop has five
other amendments before that. I will lcav3-
the Chair until 4.15 p.m.

Sittivig sufspenided from 3.57 to 4.18 p.

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

That inl line 11 of Suhelause (1), after the
word 14nlutt thne words ''not exceeding
one-balfpene M~ per ton'' be inserted.
I have introduced this amendment to emn-
phasise the fact that we have been working
on the idea that a certain degree of cost
will be borne by the company, and, as the
Bill stands at the moment, no owner shall,
in consequence of any payment to the fund,
increase the price of coal to any consumer
beyond 2d. per tori. I draw attention to the
fact that, because of the necessity for build-
iig up a reserve fund, we are adding a fur-
ther impost oil the company. Perhaps some
limit should be lplaced upon the reserve. It
is with that idea that I propose to insert
the words "not exceeding one-halfpence per
ton." From figures I have gathered I believe
that would work out at about £1,500, and it
is a very tidy contribution which might be
divided equally between the mine workers
and the company. A reserve of more than
this amount might be against the interests
of both parties. I understand that the
amount will be arrived at on an actuarial
basis but, as we were informed the other
day, this actuarial basis is not by any means
accurate, and we are assuming that it will
be 4d. per ton. I consider the amount being
asked of this company may eventually grow
to quite a considerable total. I am drawing
attention to that aspect by moving this
amendment. I know that by so doing I am
limiting the reserve, but I think that, at
that amount, the reserve should be sufficient
to carry out what is necessary. It appears
to me to be about one-eighith of the total
cost.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: I cannot
agree to the amendment, although I have no
knowledge as to whether the reserve fund,
when created, would amount to even 14d.
per ton. The point is that this fund is to
be established on advice from the Govern-
ment Actuary. As I advised the Committee
previously, the Bill, as it relates to the es-
tablishment of the pensions fund, has been
based on a contribution of 4d. per ton by
the companies. Since that actuarial ealen-



214[C)OUNCIh.)

lation was made, the Committee has materi-
ally altered the Bill which is now applicable
only to those miners who are employed un-
derground. The fund will not now eater for
the same number of men as was originally
proposed. The tribunal, with the benefit of
the advice of the Government Actuary, will
probably find that the amount of money re-
quired will not he as large as formerly esti-
mated. Any action taken regarding the
establishment of a reserve fund will be in
accordance with advice tendered by the Gov-
ernment Actuary. I do not consider that
the members of this Committee Are entitled
to affect the soundness of the fund by de-
cisions arrived at here. If we are to say
that the contributions of the company are
to be limited to 1/2d. per ton, should wc not
also say that the contributions of the mine
workers to the reserve fund shall also be
limited correspondingly? I am not in a
position to say what the worker's contribu-
tion should be to bring it into line with the
Ygd. per ton, which it is suggested should
be contributed by the companies. The Com-
mittee would make a great mistake if it tied
down the tribunal in the direction suggested.
We should leave such a matter to the tri-
bunal acting under the guidance of the Gov-
ernment Actuary. Another point to he con-
sidered is that regulations framed under the
Bill will have to be placed before both
Houses of Parliament and, should one or
other party consider it was being unfairly
dealt with, means would be found at once
to deal with the position.

Amendment put and negatived.
Clause put and passed.

Clause 19-Contributions:
Hon. G. W- M1ILES: I understand the

Chief Secretary intends to move for the re-
insertion of the proviso to Subelause (6).
Previously the Conunittee agreed to strike
out that proviso leaving the rest of Sub-
clause (6) in the Bill. I am opposed to the
subelause as a whole, and I want to test the
feeling of the Committee on the question of
retaining the portion that remains. I move
an amendment-

That Subtlauee (0) be struck out.
The CHIEF SECRETARY: I presume

that if Mr. 'Miles's amendment is agreed to,
I would then have an opportunity to move
that the proviso deleted in a previous Com-
mittee be re-inserted. There are two points.
One is whether the companies should be
allowed to pass on more than 2d. per ton,

and the other is whether the companies
should be allowed to pay their contributions
to the fund out of the dividends of the pre-
ference shareholders.

The CHAIRMAN: Assuming that 'Mr,
Miles succeeds, it is immaterial whether the
proviso is inserted as a subelause or as a
new clause.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: I should
think that what was the proviso could he in-
serted as a new clause.

The CHAIRMAN: Yes; it could not be
inserted as a subclause except on further
reconmmittal.

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

Hon. L. CRAIG: I wish to be clear on the
point. If 'Mr. Miles succeeds, the companies
may pass on the cost. Then, if the proviso
is inserted as a new clause, the companies
~will still be able to pass on the cost but 'nay
deduct the amounts from the dividends due
to ordinary or preference shareholders.

Hon. C. F. BAXTER:- In voting against
the proviso, some of us thought that the
whole of the subclause would be deleted.
I have yet to learn of any record of the
amount of money that will be required. We
do not know how many miners will come
under the measure in any one year. All we
know is that the Government Actuary at the
last moment placed before the Chief Sec-
retary something based on records that are
not complete. How could an actuarial de-
cision be Arrived at in sueb circumstances?
We should put the matter on a sound coi-
niercial basis.

Hon. G-. W. 'MILES: I appeal to the
Committee to suppiort the amendment. The
cost of the pensions might be more than 4d.
per ton and the companies would he allowed
to pass on only 2d. Let us put the matter
on a business basis. The pensions scheme
should be Arranged between the employers
and the employees and treated as part of
the business, just as other employer, arrange
superannuation funds for their macn. If my
amendment is accepted, there will be no need
for the proviso because the companies will
be in a position to pass5 on their contribu-
lion. That would be only fair to the coin-
panics. They should not be required to take
the money required for pensions from the
dividends of preference shareholders.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: This is one
of the most important provisions of the Bill.

2914
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We are arranging for those who have had
the privilege of working the coal mines at
Collie to make some provision towards the
pensions for miners. If the subelause is
negatived, the mine owners may pass on the
whole of their contributions to the con-
sumers of coal. In viewv of the fact that the
Government normally uses 90 per. cent.
of the output and at present is taking
100 per cent., the Government would
be called upon to pay the whole of
the contributions to the fund other than
the portion paid by the mine workers.
If it is a fair thing for the mine owners to
avoid any liability regarding the pension
fund, it ill also a fair thing that the mine
workers should be provided with the equiva-
lent of their contributions. One cannot get
away from the logic of that argument.

Hion. L. Craig: It it not logical.
The CHIEF SECRETARY: I conside-

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

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

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

The CHAIRMAN: Order! We are not
on that.

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

The CHAIRMAN: Order! That matter is
not before the Chair.

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

The CHIEF SECRETARY: It is nice to
have Mx. Miles's views stated so clearly.
There is no doubt where he stands. We
have already had one division on this clause,
relative to the principle enunciated that all
parties to the industry should be contribu-
tors to the fund. It is strange now to find
one member who supported that principle,
namely Sir Hal Colebatch, adopting the atti-
tude that because I agreed to bare a certain
clause re-committed, he will vote in exactly
the opposite direction to that in which he
voted previously. I have agreed to the re-
committal of numerous clauses, but it does
not necessarily follow that I want the amend-
ments proposed to succeed or not to suc-
ceed. In any event, so long as we understand
the principle of the matter I shall not com-
plain. That principle is that all parties
concerned in the coalmining industry of
Western Australia shall contribute to the
pensions fund. And that is all this means.
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lion. Sir Hal Colebaiteb That would not
be the case if the Proviso were re-inserted.

The CHIEF SIjETARY: Thle position
would still be thle same: all those who are
interestedi in the eoahniming industry of this
State would be contributors to this flund.
If I may reply to Sir Hal Colebatch, I would
.say, taking thle experience of the last twvo
years as a guide, that the people for whom

li stalking are the only ones who have
got anything out of the industry, they having
taken all the profits that have been made.
However, that has nothing to do with this
amendment, to which I
will not agree.

Amendment put arid a
the following result:-

Ayes
-Noes

M.ajority for

Hoat. C. F. Baxter
Hiii. I.. B. Bolton
Mon. Sir Hal Colbatch
Hon. C. R. Cornish
lion. L. Craig
Ron..'. A. linnit,
Hon. F. R. Gibsa

Mon. J. Md. Drew,
Hon. G. Fraser
Hon. E. H. nlray

r
A vne.

lion. E. H. H. Hall1
Hon. H1. ruck"y

AlaS.

Amendment thus pass
The CHIEF SECREI

that was inserted in t
achieve sonic equitable a
those who received ineo,
ing of thle Collie inelis t
of the contributions to
having been defeated-tb
made particularly clear-
hut to move-

That progress be repor
Motion put and passe
Progress reported.

ADJOURNMEN7

THE CHIE SEORE
That the House at iti

2.15 p.m., onl Tuesday, th

Question pilt and pas

Hiouse aldjourned

leglative council.
Tuesday, Zt0d March, 1913.

Questions: State Ferries, as to -Duchess II. -

Bags, etc., as to measures for preservilut
Bills: Coal Mine workers (Pensions). recon.

commonwealth Powers. 2Rt.. ......
Adjourulnent, Special.............

FAGS
2916
2916
2917
2917
2929

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

hope the Committee QUESTIONS (2).

STATE FERRIES.
division taken with As to "Duchess 1f."1

Hon. HT. S. W. PARKER asked the Chief
14 Secretary: 1, What was the cost to the ov-

6 ernuient of Jputting into commission the
- South Perth ferry-boat "Duchess IT."? 2.

9 Who designed this ferry-boati
- The CHIEF SECRETARY replied: 1,

£6,665; 2, 3r. W. H. Taylor, general man-
Hon. 3. 0G Hislop ager, Traniways, Ferries and Electricity Sup-
lio.. GW Miles
Hon. H. S. W. Parker P'ly.
Hon. A. Thomnson
Ho.. F. R. Welsh BAGS, ETC.
Bon. G. B. Wood
Ho.. V. Hamerusy As to Measures for Preserving.

(teller.' lion. V. I{AMERSLEY asked the Chief

lin .H. Kitson Secretary: 1, Referring to damage to bags
Hon. W. J. Mann and tarpaulin covers caused by present-day

Mo.C .Williams
Hon Cl. (?teuer.) superphosphate, if not already investigated

will he inquire whether-(a) keeping tar-

Mo.. . na paulins clear of bags by pieces of timber or
Hon. W. Rt. Hall other means; or (b) allowing space between

ed. bags whether in trucks or in farmers' sheds;

rARY: The proviso and (c) paying greater care to drying of

be Bill in order to sulperphosphate before packing would con-

rrangellient whereby tribute to preserving bags? 2, If investi-
nes froni the work- gations of these matters have been made,

ight lpay their share what conclusions were arrived at? 3, Have
the pension fund investigations been mlade into tile tanning

eir position has been of bags with red gum, and, if so, with what
-1 hve n opton leslt?
-I hve o opion The CHIEF SECRETARY replied: 1 and

tea. 2-(a) Keeping tarpaulins clear of bags by
pieces of timber or other means will largely

d. effect preservation of the tarpaulins. It

should reduce somewhat the action on the
bags by pro~idiug some ventilation and

I-SPECIAL keeping down the temperature on the sur-
TARY: niov faces of the topmost bags which would come

!ARY I ilOC - in contact with the hot tarpaulin; (b) allow-
srising adjourn till

e 23rd March. ing space between the bags whether in trucks
sea.o :-in farmers' sheds would considerably re-
sed. duce the damage; (c) turning of the super-

at 1.5S psm. phosphate to promote aeration and drying


