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pariies, 1t is stated that in the sixth and
all succeeding years the Treasurer shall pay
£4,500, The present production at Collic
is 600,000 tons. The company is entitled
to make an extra charge of 2d. in partial
recompense of its contribution towards this
pension fund. That amounts to £3,000, so
the community would have to pay not
£4,500 a year, but €9,500, the amount heing
made up of £4,500 in a direei grant, and
£5,000 in the inereased price of coal. There
is another eurions provision an page 26, to
the effeet that—

If a mine worker has made rvegular contri-

butions to the fund for a period of five yeors
und sach wine worker resigns or iz dismissed
from the coalmining indwvstry in civeumstances
which do not entitle him to a pension under any
of the provisions of this Aet, the tribunal shall
pay to him the amount of the actual contri-
butions paid by him under this Act, irrespee-
tive of the cause of his resignation or is-
missal.
T would like to sce some sort of provision
of that kind put into onr insurance com-
panies Acts, to the effect that anybody un-
able to confinue his payments should get
the lot back, but I am afraid we would be
told that that would upset the actuarial
hasis on which insurance is founded. ]
wounld like to emphnsise the great import-
anee of the Collie coalficlds to all the indus-
tries of Western Australia in the post-war
period.  Whatever expansion 18 made in
roeial services the well-being of the com-
munity will still  depend upon its indus-
tries, upon the wealth we prodoce, and if
anyone thinks {hat, instead of depend-
ing upon the wealth directly produced,
all these coneessions can he made out of
what is called Commonwealth Bank credit,
it will not be very long before the receivers
of these benefits will realise the extent to
which they have heen defrauded.

It is essential to the success of our indus-
fries that power should be provided as
cheaply as iz possible consistent with the
adequate remuneration of these who supply
it. It is essential to our primary industries
that our railways should be run economically.
In all these things Collie coal is hound to
play a major part. The outstanding Eact
today, which is clearly disclosed from this
report of the Royal Commission—and very
few of the recommendations of that commis-
sion have been carrted out, and the wages
paid now at Collie are higher than when the
Royal! Commission made its report—is that
Collic is not making the econtribution it
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should towards the prosperity of the State.
I think I am right in saying that that is ad-
mitted by those engaged in the industry.
The management blames the men: the men
blame the management. 1t is not for me to
say which is right and whieh is wrong, but
1 do say, however, that this House would
be unmindful of its duty to the public of
this State if it passed a Bill of this kind
in such civeumstanees.

The bounden dnty of the Government,
whether by implementing the report of this
Royal Commission or by appointing a fur-
ther commission, is to take every step pos-
sible to ensure that neither the management
nor the nen should unduly burden the Stiaie,
and that everything possible in the way of
the introduction of labour-saving machinery
to reduce costs, should be done. When alt
that is done and the industry has been put
in order so that it is making the contribu.
tion toward the prosperity of the State that
it should make, no one will be more ready
than 1 to support & Bill to give pensions
to those engaged in it.

On motion by Hon. L. B, Bolton, dehate
adjourned.

ADJOURNMENT-—SPECIAL.
THE CHIEF SECRETARY [32]: 1
mnve—

That the IlHouse

at its rising adjoarn tifl |
Tuesday,

the 23rd February, at 2.15 pm.
Question put and passed.

House adjourned at 3.3 p.m.

Legislative Council.
Tuweaday, 23rd February, 1943.
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. QUESTION.
NATIONAL SECURITY ACT.
Lighting of Motor Vehicles.

Hon. J. A. DIMMITT asked the Chief
Seeretary: In view of the statement by
the Minister for Home Security (Mr.
Lazzarini), made in Canberra on the 12th
Fehbruary, and published in “The West Auns-
tralian” of the 13th ¥ebruary, will the Minis-
ter for Civil Defence (Hon. A. Panton) im-
mediately eancel the regulations which com-
pel the continued use of headlight masks on
motor vehicles in Western Australia?

The CHIEF SECRETARY replied: The
Lighting Restriction Order is one made
under National Security Regulations by the
Premier acting under delegated authority.
Official advice has bheen received from
the Commonwealth regarding removal of
masks, but further information is being
sought concerning the interpretation of the
condition insisted upon by the Common-
wealth that noe car lights be shown to sea-
ward.

BILL—PUBLIC AUTHORITIES (RE-
TIREMENT OF MEMBERS).

Introduced by the Honorary Minister and
read a first time.

BILL—COAL MINE WORKERS
(PENSIONS).

Second Reading.
Dcbate resumed from the 16th February.

HON. L. B. BOLTON (Metropolitan)
[2.23]: I regret that I was not present
when the Chief Secretary moved the second
reading of the Bill, but had I been here, I
helieve his remarks would have had little
cffect upon the opinion I formed on read-
ing the measuvre. This is one of the most
vnneccssary Bills, in view of existing condi-
tions, that has been brought before the
House for a considerable time. No matter
what views we may hold regarding the jus-
tice or necessity for such legislation, if the
Government desires to introduee a system
of pensions, why should only one section
of the community he considered when there
are many other workers in the State who
are cqually, or possibly more, entitled to
henefit along similar lines? Why, I ask,
in the face of what is taking place in in-
dustry genernlly through the continued
interference of the Federal auathorities,
should our own Government outhid, or

[COUNCIL.]

attempt to outbid, the Commonwealth Gov-
crnment on the right to pay more favour-
able pensions to coalminers?  Why this
mad rush to give unto him that already
hath? In his very able address on this
measure, Sir Hal Colebatch pointed out to
the House how many other industries—par-
tieularly goldmining—were treated less fav-
ourably than was this industry.

T Under the new soeial conditions which we
are promised I am quite certain that the
coalminers will receive every consideration;
but it is most unfair, in my opinion, that
any hody of workers should be selected for
special treatment snch as is proposed in this
measure. We have been told from time to
time—in faet, it has heen definitely proved
on more than one oceasion—that this State
has for many years paid more than a just
and fair price for its coal. So, too, has it
been cstablished that the coalminers have
received a greater reward for their labour
than have workers in many other industries
in the State. I am convinced, and I think
almost every member of this Chamher will
agree, that the time is not far distant when
the Collie coal mines will be taken over
cither by the State Government or by the
Commonwealth Government and national-
iscd. There is not the slightest doubt about
that. Not only does that apply, in my
opinion, to coalmining; today -everything
points to its happening in most of our in-
dustries.

THon. J. A. Dimmitt: That will be nice.

Hon. L. B. BOLTON: My friend inter-
jects that that will be nice, but to my mind
that is what present-day legistation is lead-
ing up to. I warn the people of this State,
and partienlarly the members of this Cham-
ber, that if we give the Commonwealth
Yovernment the additional powers whieh it
is sceking in another measure, then it will
enly be a question of time—in my opinion,
a short time at that—when private enter-
prise, development and initiative will en-
tively disappear from industry in this
State. I could give the House some
startling information, figures and results
ohtained by private enterprise as compared
with industries eontinually hampered by
Government interference, industries work-
ing under cumbersome red-tape metheds.
Coal, 0s we all know, is a basic war ma-
terial and we are continually Dleing re-
minded how necessary it is to our ndus-
tries and the disadvantages alveady being
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soffered by our manufacturers owing to
the high price of power consequent upon
the high price of coal. This measure will
only mean added costs and still less ehance
of favourable competition with the Eastern
States. If it is necessary to have for one
set of workers legislation of this kind, it is
just as fair that all workers should come
under it and that the secheme should he a
national one. It stands fo reason and is
but natural that if the eoalminers receive
what they are seeking, other workers in
the State will demand, and justly so, simi-
lar treatment. Sir Hal Colebatch went
fully into the finaneial position and the
high price heing paid for the recovery of
coal and, as I said, the high cost to in-
dustry.

But I am as much concerned from an-
other angle, one which also affects our in-
dunstries, and that is the shortage of sup-
plies. I was somewhat staggered when I
read in a week-end paper the coal position
as it stands today. It was pointed out in
the article that coal from Collie is heing
delivered at approximately 10,000 tons per
month less than the State’s requirements.
The article also tells of drastic eufs heing
made to consumers; hut more serious still
was the statement made that one large
manufaeturing firm, trying to direet its en-
tire capacity to fulfil war contracts, is
working only 50 per cent. of its full capa-
city owing to the shortage of coal and its
inahility to seeure sufficient quantities. To
my mind that is a shocking staie of affairs.
Yet we have the Government asking this
House to support a measure for the com-
pulsory retirement of coalminers at the age
of 60 years, many of whom are better at
that age than are other men still in their
forties.

Hon. C. B. Williams: In mining? TWhe
told you that? B

Hon. L. B. BOLTON: Yes. I venture to
say that there are many men in industry
today who, at 60 years of age, are better
than others in the same industry at 40
vears of age. 1 go so far as to say that
that applies to the coalmining industry.

Hon. C. B. Williams: At 65 years of age
they are 2 dead loss. You should talk on
topics you know something about.

Hon. I. B. BOLTON: They may he a
dead loss.

Hon. C. B. Williams: Of course, they are,

Hon. L. B. BOLTON: Various reasons
are given for the restricted output, most of
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which have come under the notice of mem-
bers. Our policy should be to use every
endeavour to get the Government to in-
crease the onfput not only to satisfy the
requirements of industry generally and also
of the railways, but to assist in the terrible
shortage of fue! with which we will be
faced in the metropolitan area during the
coming winter,

Hon., W. J. Mann: D¢ yon know that
last year was a record year so far as coal
hewn in Western Australia is concerned?
It was better than any other year of the
existence of the field.

Hon, L. B, BOLTON: Probably the hon.
member who represents the distriet may be
correct.

Hon, C. B. Williams: That was published
in **The West Australian.’’

Hon. . B. BOLTON: I have figures
quoted by the Minister which show that
the highest ouiput was 604,000 tons in
1938. But whai I am complaining of is
that the output is gradually becoming less
per man, according to statisties. If it is
the fault of the men, then something
should bhe done in order to make the out-
put higher again.

Hon. T. Moore: Can youn substantiate
vour assertion that the men are hewing less
today?

Hon. L. BR. BOLTON: I believe they are.

Hon. T. Moore: Yon believe! Tell us
where you get your information.

Hon, L. B. BOLTON: I believe figures
will prove that.

Hon. T. Moore: Tell us where youn get
them,

Hon. L. B. BOLTON : The output is less.

Hon. T. Moore: Quote your figures.

Hon. L. B. BOLTON: I am suggesting to
the Government that the cause should be
overcome. If the redueed output is owing
to the machinery, then the mine owners
should be brought to book and more up-to-
date methods should be adopted. I propose
later to quote briefly a statement made by
the chairman of the Commonwealth Coal
Comunission, which will bear out my state-
ment. The Government.would be doing much
better for the community generally if it
did something on those lines instead of wast-
ing the time of Parliament on a measure
which surely can wait until the war is over.
The Minister in charge of the Bill in another
plaee is reported to have said this—

Tt can fairly be .claimed, I think, that on
the basis of scrvice given to the industry the
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coalminers of Western Australin are deserving
of treatment nt least equal to that received by
the coalminers in any other State. I put that
forward hecanse I feel that any Dbody of
workers that continues to operate an industry,
thus assisting produetion, is a body entitled to
some credit and praise,

1 entirely agree with that statement and se,
I think, does every member of this louse.
But I agree with it for all sections of the
community and not for conlminers only. Let
¢very individual be included—coalminers,
goldminers, timber workevs, farmers, and
the city workers. I am not opposed to super-
annuation or pension schemes; I am a
believer in them, but I believe in equality
.aud that every worker, under these condi-
tions, should be treated equally. We will
have to pay our share of the cost.

It is not only the Government or the
worker who will meet this additional burden
on the country; the whole community will
have to hear a part. In my opinion any
such scheme as this should he brought for-
ward on a national basis. This should be
held over and brought forward at a later
date when it can be made a nalional scheme.
1t is not my intention to go into the details
of the Bill. They will probably be handled
by members who are more au fait with the
coalmining position, namely, the represen-
tatives of that district. T do feel, however,
that under present conditions I could not
support the measnre. 1 was pleased indced
to sec my remarks supported by a statement
in the paper this morning made by the chair-
man of the Commonwealth Coal Commission,
Mr. N, R, Mighell. He has made a week's
jnvestigation into the coal position in this
State.

Hon. C. B. Williams: He has net
structed you mueh with his remarks.

Hou. 1. B, BOLTON: I am going to draw
the hon. member’s attention to his remarks,
I hope he has read them. I feel sure that
every member here has vead this article, so
I do not propose to guote the whole of it.
“The West Australian” summed up Mr.
Mighell's views regarding the industry in the
fallowing words—

The Collie coalfield can produee all the coal
that is required during the war; the coal ean
be more rapidly produced there than clsewhere;
a new mine is being opened up by the Griffin
Coal Mining Co.,, Ltd.; an open eut is to he
developed by Amalgamated Collicries of W.AL
Ltd.; an appeal for increased production has
been made to the coalminers; action againsg
absentecism is threatened and better transport
for the miners is promised.

in-

[COUNCIL.]

As I said, these are the ain features con-
tained in the statement made by the chair-
man of the Commonwealth Coal Commission.
To my wind that sams up the whole position
isy toa. Mr, Mighell in his published state-
ment said—

The Collie coalmine produced a record output
of 604,792 tons in 1938.
I quote that in snpport of what I said pre-
viously both to Mr. Williams and Mr. Moore,

Hon. T. Moore: You did not quote the
number of men.

Hon. L. B. BOLTON: That figure is
given here, too. Mr. Mighell continues—

Since that year annual produection and num-
ber of men etnployed has varied ns follows:—

1939 557,535 tons 725 men
1940 539,427 713,
1941 356570 778,
1942 581,176 ,, 823 ,,

Hon. C. B. Williams: How far did they
have to walk to the coal seam in 19387

Hon. L. B. BOLTON: That is a question
I am not in a position to answer. Perhaps
Mr. Mann will be ahle to give that in-
formation.

Hon. C. B. Williams; Read what he said
further.

Hon. L. B. BOLTON: Very well,
said—

Tt will thus e seen that production for 1942

was some 25,000 tons greater than in the pre-
ceding year. It is true alse thot the number of
cmployees has increased but this increase was
mainl_y engaged il_l non-productive work in
carrsing out essential and urgeatly required
Qevelopment and maintenanee, ag n result of
which inercased production during this year
should result,
I am not only trying to put one side of the
question forward, but the case as I cee it.
If proper co-operation can be brought about
between the mineowners and the workers, [
am of opinion that the whole of the coal
requivements for this State can and should
be produced at Coliie. The Government is,
perhaps, ill-advised to bring this measure
forward just at this particular time. I have
got nothing against the coslminer; I have
nothing against the system, but I want it te
apply to everyone—to my workmen if mem-
bers like, but not to one sclected hody, As I
view the measure at present, I eannot sup-
port the second reading.

HON. J. A. DIMMITT (Mctropolitan-
Suburban): 1 wish to make it gquite clear
that T am in full accord with the present
political trend towards social security. I
helieve that retirement from labour, whether

He
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that labour be mannal or elerical, should beminers’ pensions. So far as shareholders in

agecompanied by an allowanee or a pension,
roade available from funds contributed by
the employer, the employee and the State.
I have made such statements publiely on
several occasions, and I repeat them here.
I am prepared to support any sound plan
to implement such a scheme provided it has
general application and that the plan covers
all wage- and salary-earners in Western
Australia or, for ihat matter, in Australia.
I am, however, not prepared to support
piecemeal legislation snch as that embodied
in the Bill. It seems to me that it is funda-
mentally unsound to provide only for one
small section of the workers. Even in this
Bilt that very small section of workers in
the coalmining industry in this State, the
clerical workers, is excluded, TIf the Bill
hecomes an Act it will encourage, and rightly
50, other industries to seek legislation along
similar lines.

Then we could easily reach the position
where the ex-workers of one industry would
be obtaining a pension of £2 a week, and
the ex-workers of another indusiry obtain-
ing 41s. or 42s. a week, and we would then
have a varied group of hotch-potch sums of
money by way of pensions which would
create dissatisfaction particularly on the part
of those of the lower-paid pension groups.
The result would be that we might have in
Parliament a series of amending Bills in
an endeavour to level the pension rates.
Even if the Bill be passed, it is probable
that it will never be proclaimed because it
& more than likely that a separate Federal
measure will be enacted to embrace all such
pension schemes. Should, however, the Bill
pass the second reading in this House I shall
certainly seek to amend it so that clerical
workers engaged in the coalmining industry
are included in the pensions scheme.

Hon. G. W, Miles: Did you say “ex-
cluded” ¥

Hon, J. A. DIMMITT : T said, “included.”
If a pensions scheme ig available to other
workers in the industry it should embrace
all the workers, including those engaged in
clerieal ocenpations,

Hon. L. Craig: The clerical workers can
be included afterwards by the Minister.

Hon. J. A. DIMMITT: I now refer par-
ticularly to Subelause (6) of Clause 19. On
the face of it, this appears te be innocent
enough. Actually that pertion of the Bill
carriey the measure heyond the provision of

the coalmining companies of Western Aus-
tralia are concerned, this would have two
effects, The first would be to reduce the
preference dividend from cight per cent. to
six per cent. on the par value of the shares.
This may not he a serious matier in the
minds of some members, because six per
cent, is 4 handsome return on any invest-
nment, It must not be cverlooked, however,
that a large number of the preference share-
holders paid 26s. a share.

Hon. L. Craig: Many paid 35s.
Heon. J. A. DIMMITT: I think that 26s.

-would represent the purchase price paid by

o large number of sharcholders,

Hon. L. Craig: Many shares were sold
at over 30s.

Hon. J. A. DIMMITT:
is 26s.

Hon. L. Craig:
today.

Hon. J. A, DIMMITT: At 26s, per share,
which is the market price today, the return
on the capital invested is actually six per
cent. 1f the reduetion which would be
brought about by this legislation came into
force, it would inean that every 20s. that
had been invested in the shares would return
to the shareholders something like 334 per
cent, This looks like a piece of legislation
that represents a new method of reducing
dividends to below four per ¢ent. Members
will no doubt recollect that several months
ago the Commonwealth Government decided
to limit all returns from investments to a
profit of four per cent. but, after mature
consideration, that scheme was abandoned.
Here in this Bill we bhave a clanse which
would have an even worse effect than the
Commonwealth proposals.

The second effect would be to over-ride
the articles of association of the coalmining
companies, and take from the prefercnce
shareholders the right to vete. I am in-
formed that there is a clause in the artieles
of association of one of the coalmining com-
panies in Western Australia which provides
that preference shareholdérs shall have the
right to vote. They would then virtually
have a voice in the management of the com-
pany if the dividend on the preference
shares falls below eight per cent. The effect
of this Bill, if passed, would be to wipe
out the provision laid down in the articles
of association of the company c¢oncerned.

Today’s price

People are frightened
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Surely that is a dangerous precedent, one
which may lead eventnally to complete in-
security in regard to the articles of associa-
tion or the memorandums of companies in
Western Australia, The clause to which 1
have referred would mean an interference
with and confiseation of rights as hetween
the shareholders and the company. It may
net be the intention of the Government that
1his should he the effect of the subelause in
questizn, but 1 contend that that would he
its effect. If the Bill reaches the Commiitee
stage 1 shall certainly move either for the
deletion of that subclause, or an amendment
which would protect the preferencce share-
holders of the company to which I have
referred. S

HON. L. CRAIG (South-West) : T do not
like the Bill. It is a rotten measure, and
hoth ill-conceived and ill-considered. If it
has any merit, if theve is anything in if,
and if we agree to the principle of coal-
miners receiving pensions, we ought to pass
the second reading, and then desl with the
Bill in Commitice as it deserves to be dealt
with, namely, chop it about quite a lot.
The House may agree that there is only one
principle to take into consideration,
namely, the principle as to whether coal-
miners as opposed to other workers are en-
titled ta pensions. That, after all, is the
main thing. It is eclaimed that ecoal-
miners owing to the kind of work they do,
the arduous nature of if, the diseowforts
of working underground, ete., are entitled
above other people to pensions from the
State. Whether or not they are entitled
to such pensions, T am not in a position to
say. 1 personally do not think they are
harder worked than are lots of other people.

The coalminer doubtless sticks to coal-
mining because he likes it, These people by
the very nature of their occupation may he
doing work that is more difficult than that
whieh is undertaken by other people, hnt
surely that is made up to them by the extra
pay they receive. The average earnings of
the coalminer are considerably in advance
of the average earnings of many other
workers. The coalminers are heing paid
extra for the discomforts they have to put
up with. 1 c¢laim that the extra mouey that
is provided should enable them to look
sfter themselves in their old age. When
dealing with the Bill speakers have clained
that New South Wales passed a similar
provision, as did Vietoria and Queensland.

[COUNCIL.)

That, however, is no wvalid reason why
Western Australia should pass this Bill.
Hon. T. Moore: It is a decent reason.

Hon. L. CRAIG: If that were so, the
hasie wage in Western Australia would
come down heeause it is lower in Victoria
and in New South Wales. That, however,
is never mentioned. It is only when we
want things and have not got them that we
guote what is given in other States. As
for Victoria, the faet that such legislation
was passed by that State as a result of an
agrecment between the Country Party and
the Labour Party, does not mean a thing.
A man like the Premier of Victoria would
do anything.

Hon. L. B, Bolton: Quiie right.

Hon. L. CRAIG: It is elaimed for this
Bill that, owing te thce arduous nature of
their work, coabuiners arve specifically on-
titled to a pension and to retirement at the
age of G0. The mcasure goes on to include,
with the exception of the clerical workers,
cveryvone connected with the coalmining in-
dustry. The union representative will he
included as a miner, and evervone clse,
whether he works uwnderground or above
ground. The nature of the work, therefore,
docs not enter into the matter. Everyone
employed in the industry will he entitled
to vetire at 60 and draw a pension. For
the time being people who work in coal-
ntining offices are excluded, but the Minis-
ter with a stroke of the pen ean hring them
within the provisions of the legislation.
That is one of the most wicked provisions
in the Bill, and one to which I would not
agree.

Another provision is that the extra cost
of these pensions shall be horne by the
shareholders of the company. The com-
pany has orvdinary shareholders who have
received no dividends for the last two or
three vears. The eontrollers of the com-
pany are the ordinary sharcholders, so
that they are not actually affected by this
Biil. I have heen wondering why there has
becn no protest from the eompany concern-
ing thi= measare, but not a word has heen
said.  There is something sinister about
this Bill: there seems to he a little col-
Ialhoration. The people who are going to
pay the extra money are the poor old pre-
ference shaveholders, many of whom have
paid A3x. a share for thewr holdings. I my-
self paid 35w, but T do nof hold any shares
now and ean therefore speak quite openly.
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Hon. L. B. Bolion: Did you get 40s. a
share for them?

Hon. L. CRAIG: They were purchased
at 33s.

Hon. H. Seddon: As a preference share-
holder, did you ever see a balance sheet?

Hon. 1. CRAIG: No.

Hon. H. Seddon: Did yon ever go to a
meeting ¥ .

Hen. L. CRAIG: I had no vote. Prefer-
cnee shareholders had no say in the run-
ning of the company. There was a contract
between the preference shareholders and
the company, but that is being repudiated
Iy the Bill. In New Scuth Wales a similar
Bill has been passed, hut the shareholders
are not asked to contribute towards the
pensions scheme.  Many of the companies
in that State have paid 10 per cent. to the
preference shaveholders. Why quote New
South Wales? It is not the only State where
there are preference shaveholders. This
Bill is practically a repudiation of the con-
{ract entered into between the publie who
put up the cash, and the company. The
vrdinary shareholders put up little or no
preference shareholders. T know that the
cash; 80 per eent. of it was put up by the
Minister in charge of this Bill iz opposed
lo anyone getting as mueh as five per eent.
on his eapital. Evidently there is something
wrong with anvone who can earn more than
five per cent. on an investment.

I would like to know how many years
the company was in operation before the
8 per cent. preference shaveholders got their
dividends. Some New South Wales coal
mines, which are much bigger than the mines
here, have not paid dividends for many
vears. Thus there is a reason atiached to
coalmining why 8 per cent. should not he
regarded as a high rate, not as high as that
obtained in farming, Yet if one receives
8 per eent. from a coal mine, one is almost
regarded as a rogue. I hope that in com-
formity with action taken hy the Parlia-
ments of other States this Chamber will pass
the second reading of the Bill, so that we
may see if the measure has any merit at
all, I would go so far as to grant peusions
{o the real miners in our coal industry, I
hold that their calling entitles them to some
special privilege in that respeet. Notwith-
standing all the unjust and inequitable prin-
ciples contained in the Bill, the second read-
ing should be passed, subject, however, to
our defermination to secure later the
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elimination of all persons except those
actually engaged in mining eoal; eliminat-
ing, that is to say, union officials anq clerks
and superintendents and all those who do
not mine eoal. If the surface men on mines
are to be included, the men who elean our
streets and drains might be included as well.
L support the second reading of the Biil.

HON. J, G. HISLOP (Metropolitan): In
view of the fact that I have here spoken
previously on the future security of man,
I feel that I should express my reasons for
cither voting against the second reading of
the Bill or for materially modifying it after
the second reading has been passed. I be-
lieve that security is something which will
in future be demanded, but I doubt whether
there is any wisdom in attempting to form
loeal security or attempting to give secnrity
for old age purely to one section of the com-
munity unless that section of the eommunty
so suffers by its work that some special
security is demanded by it from the general
public. I have heard mentioned more than
once during the debate on the Bill the fact
that New South Wales and Victoria have
Acts of the type of this measure, hut I
would make it clear to the House that those
Aets are on the respective statnte-hooks of
those States for the reason that the ecoal
workers in those States suffer from a dis-
ability which justifies the public in giving
them some further measure of support when
their years of work are done.

I have repeatedly spent most interesting
days in Sydney investigating the effects of
coalmining upon New South Wales coal-
miners, because they suffer, from their eoal-
mining, in exactly the same way as our
goldminers suffer. Coalminers in this State,
however, do not suffer from silicosis. We
Tiave a different type of eoal from that found
in Kastern Australia, and in all the years
T have heen here, although I have seen cases
in which coal has heen present in the lungs
of miners and has been detected by x-ray,
I have never seen here a coalminer suffering
from the effects of coal dust or the effects of
silica. Onr coslminers do not snffer from
silicosis.

Hon. C. B. Williams: You would not say
vou were an absolute authority on that sub-
jeet, would vou?

Hon. J. G. HISLOP: I can assure the
House that I have probably interested my-
self more in the eause of pulmonary dis-
orders in this State than has any other mem-
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ber of my profession. Therefore although
it is possible that coalminers do go to other
practitioners, it is equally possible that no
other member of my profession has made
it his business to inquire as to whether
thore is silicosis present to any de-
gree in Collie. From my knowledge of
coalmining the workers theve do not suffer
from silieosis. If I thought for a moment
that the disease was present in Collie, or
that the Collie eoalminer suffered from any-
thing of the same nature of disease as do
Eastern States coalminers, 1 would favour
a pensions Bill for them, or any eompen-
sation being granted to them similar to
that which is granted to Western Aus-
tialian goldminers, who do suffer exten-
sively from silicosis. Therefore my sup-
porl of the Bill eould never be given on
grounds of health, because I do not believe
that the coalminer of Western Australia
suffers from the same type of disease as do
coalminers in the other States.

Hon. . B, Williams: Would not you say
rhat there were other disabilities?

Hon. J. G, MISLOP: T am not safficiently
aware of the other disabilities. However,
I have made my own inquiries, and have
fearnt from those of my profession who
have practised in the past in Collie that
they are mnot aware of any disabilities
suffered there which are partienlarly re-
lated to coal. The result is that my sup-
port must be withdrawn from the Bill if
this is to be a pensions measure on grounds
of health. The other reason why I would
not support this partienlar Bill is that I
regard the loose character of its clauses as
something that would lay the measure open
to very serious malpractices.

Looking at the various eclanses under
which pensions are to be granted, one finds
that from the coalminer who has worked
al? his life in Collie the tribunal shall hend
downwards to the **hard Juck’’ cases and
mive some form of compensation to them.
T am with My, Craig when he says that he
would withdraw from the Bill all those
who do not actually produce coal under-
groand, 1 would direet the attention of
the House to an interesting clanse. I do not
know that it was ever meant to read as it
does: this may he due perhaps to the elim-
ination of certain words. Daragraph (g)
of Subelanse {1) of Clanse 2 reads—

(g) An cleeted official of an industrial or

trade union of emplayees, ar of an asgociation
of emplovees registered as an organisation
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under the Conmmonwealth Conciliation and Arli-
tration Aect, 1904-1934, or under the Industrial
Arbitration Aet, 1912.1941, of which union or
organisation the membership is prineipally con-
finedl to persons falling within any one or more
of the clnsses referred to in paragraphs (a) to
(f) of this definition.

I think that words are missing which should
have been there to cover that ¢lass when
the definition of ‘‘mine warker’’ was in-
serted. Certainly the Bill does not define
which elected official it shall he.

Hon. C. B. Williams: That is no reason
for voting against the Bill.

Hon, J. G. HISLOP: I am merely draw-
ing attention to the loose character of the
wording of the measure.

Hon. C. B. Williams: Read the defini-
tion!

Hon. J. G. HISLOP: There is no defini-
tion upplying to the elected official. The
only definition comes nunder *‘mine worker.'’
The Bill fails to define either an ‘‘elected
official”” or a *‘union official.’”’

Hon. C. B, Williams: Surely we can alter
that.

Hon. J. (. HISLOP: The Bill defines a
““worker’’ and says that a worker may
come from a particular union assoeciated
with coal mining; but when it comes to de-
fining an *‘elected official’’ the word ‘‘any ™’
appesrs, and means “any.” I shall nat
say much more about the measure. I do
feel that there is a great deal to be ham-
mered out of it before a reasonable Bill
will be before the House. I am still at a
loss to know quite what my attitude should
he. T shall be perfectly fair in saving that
at the moment I feel inclined to vote
against the second reading purely on the
ground that I do not believe I can support
this as a health measnre and eannot sup-
port a loeal attempt. at seecurity.

HON. W. J. MANN (South-West): I
have listened with & pood deal of intevest
to the four speeches delivered this after-
noon on the Bill, but on one or twoe ocea-
sions T have not heen able to anderstand
fully some of the statements made. Mr.
Craig referved to the measurve as a ‘‘rot-
ten” Bill with nothing good in it whatever.
Yrt he said he would support the Bill in
order to help the real miners, the men work-
ing underground, I am not going to say that
the Bill is n perfect one, but I indicate at
the outset that I shall support the seecond
reading, and for much the same reason as
my colleague has stated. In my opinion
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the measure seems to put into effeet for
one section of the community a prineiple
that for a very long time has operaied in
this State for other sections. My research
into pensions in Western Australia goes
back to the Superaunuation Aet of 1871
Right down the intervening 70-odd years,
this State and this House have put their
seals on pensions of varving kinds. My
great regret as regards the present Bill is
that the question is not taekled nationally.

1 think that Labour men in Australia did
their own cause the greatest disserviee when
they opposed the National Tnsuranee Bill in
the Federal Parliament and made it prae-
tieallv impossible for that measure to be
proceeded with. Had they not done so a
Rill of this nature would have heen un-
nocessary. Why there should be any objee-
tion to coalminers reepiving pensions n
their declining vears while other much hetler
faroured persons in the State reccive them,
I am at a loss to understand.  We have had
pensions, not on a small seale such as is pro-
vided in this Bill, but on a lavish scale.
Pensions have been awarded te the Judieiary,
to higher officers of the Kdueation Depart-
nent, to railway employees and to higher
oflicers in the Civil Service,

Hon. L. Craig: All
Moyees!

Hon. W, J. MANNK: T will come to pri-
vaie emplovees later on. These pensions
have cost the State a tremendous sum.
Through the good offices of the Chief See-
retary I have had a return prepared show-
ing—not fully hecause it is too far back to
follow np—what pensions for the favoured
few in this State have cost the taxpayers.
I have gone bhack only 20 vears. While
these pensions benefits have bheen in opera-
tion, people on the lower rungs of the ladder
in all walks of life have had to make the
hest provision they could for themselves. In
that regard I would point to a most glaring
anomaly in the railway service. Tt will be
remembered that certain officers who were
in that serviee prior fo 1904 became entitled
to pensions. Some of them got in by just
a few weeks or & month, Bnt engine-drivers,
firemen and cleaners who bad been in the
service long years before and had worked
their life span out, were retired at 65 years
of age without even a *“thank yon.” There
was something worse. I recollect the case
of a man who had been given a wateh in

Government em-
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order that, as an engine-driver, he would
have the correct fime. The old watch became
part of himself. He placed a high senti-
mental value on it but when he retired at
65 vears of age he received a demand that the
wateh be handed in at once or the conse-
quences would be severe.

Hon. E, H. H. Hall: He had the opfion
of buying it, you know.

Hon. W. J. MANX: Later on; not at
that particular time. The Engine-drivers’
and Firemens' Union took the matter up and
as a result of their negotiations I understand
that the position since has heen that a man
who has cared for this small piece of pro-
pexrty for all those years may purchase it at
the rate of 23s. That is more paltry than
asking for it back. The very least the depart-
ment could do would be to say, “That is
vours as a small memento of your sevvice in
the department.” This question of reeog-
nising pension richts is not peculiar to Aus-
tralia or Western Australia. I am not going
to weary the House with some figures I saw
in an English publication the other day show-
ing the colossal amount that it ecosts the
British Government for pensions. It was an
cnorimons Bgure with very wide ramifications.
In those cases provision is made in many in-
stances for the man on the lower grade.
Mr. Craig interjected just now that all the
employees [ nuoted were from the Civil
Service,

But is it not a fact that in this country
alt banks, most insuorance companies, big
manufacturing concerns and indnstrial estab-
lishments have their own superannuation
schemes supported by employers? 1Is it
not also a faet that the men who ave enjoy-
ing these superannuation benefits are work-
ing in air-conditioned palatial buildings
with most modern fittings and every possible
convenience, while men in the Collie minex
sometimes faint at the coal face by reason of
the humidity or foul air? I am not putting
that up as =ob siaff; it is gospel truth.
While I have every respect for Dr. Hislop
and his medieal knowledge I propose to quote
soine comments from the doetor at Collie
who has heen there for some years and has
kindly provided me with his views on the
health problem. Before I go any further T
think T had better quote the fignres to which
I have referred, for their inclusion in “Han-
sard” will provide a valnable reecord. T will
give first a statement showing the cost to the
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State of pensions under the Superannuation
Act of 1871. The figures for the past 20
years—there are 51 other years not in-
cluded—are as follows—

Year. Amount, Year. Amount.
£ £

1922.23 36,428 1932-33 81,550
1923-24 40,861 1933-34 87,875
1924-25 44216 1934-35 100,474
1925-2¢ 47,707 1935-36 114,515
1926-27 53,227 1936-37 120,809
1927-28 59,118 1937-38 128,388
1928-29 63,258 1938-39 133,303
1929-30 68,251 1939-40 141,081
1930-31 77,243 1940-41 145,881
1931-32 67,096 1941-42 152,660
Commencing with £36,428 for 192223

and coneluding with £152,660, for 1941-42—
a 400 per cent. inerease—the total for the
20 years is £1,763,941. Can we afford fo
guibble over a few pounds for Collie coal-
miners when in 20 years the élite of our
Civil Bervice have taken over £1,750,000 out
of the public funds?

Hon. V, Hamersley: Those people weve
on very small salaries.

Hon. W. J. MANN: Some of them have
retired on pensions amounting to £1,000 a
year! I am afraid the hon. member is mix-
ing up the position. I have a return show-
ing the number of ex-civil servants drawing
pensions under the Superannuation Act of
1871 on the 30th June last, amounting to
£152,600. I want members to appreciete
that figure. Those pensions were awarded
to ex-officers in the following seetions of the
Pubtic Service:—

Civil Service 219
Railways .. .. .. 174
Police va .. ‘e . .10
Education . ‘e . 127
Other .. .. .. . .. 35

Those figures are very illuminating, They
show that 365 persons drew £152,660. Let
me go a hit further. The estimated eost to
the State of long service leave is interesting.
There is no long service leave for the coal-
miner. Not on yeur life! He is supposed
te work about 250 days in a year.

Hon. L. Craig: Under the Bill, only G0.

Hon. W. J. MANN: I will come to the
Bill later on. There are lots of things in
the Bill T do not agree with but I want
memberz to get a proper angle on this pen-
sions question. It is estimated that the
annual cost to the State in this respeet for
1938-39—and 1 am using that period be-
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cause it represents the last normal year
prior to the wartime restrietion—was—

£
Civil Service 18,000
Polive .. . .. 5,000
Edueation (teaching staff) 16,000
Wages staff (including Railways) 73,504
Tota) .. £112,594

Yet some people gquibble about the coal-
miners wanting a maximum of £4,500 a yeay
after commencing at £2,000 for the first year
and rising £500 for each of the following
five vears.

Hon. I.. Craig: That is the Government’s
contribution.

Hon, W, J. MANN; Yes; they want that
amount from the public purse.

Hon. L. Craig: From the Government.

Hon, W. J. MANN: I know what the
hon. member has at the back of his mind,
and perbaps I am a bit in agreement with
him! The nexst figures I have are also worth
hearing, They deal with the Government's
contribution to superannuation and pensions
other thap those provided under the 1871
Act. For the year ended the 30th June,
1942, these were as follows:—

Judges’ pensions 1,000

Police Benefit Fund o 5,600
Superaunvation and Fawmily Bene-

fits Act of 1939 .. .. T7,480

Mine Workers’ Relief Fund 15,893

Miner’s Phthigis Compensation 11,126

Tatal .. £141,101

I do not want members to think I am

complaining about those figures, partieu-
larly those relating to miner’s phthisis and
mine workers’ relief, but if they take the
£112,000 I quoted a minute ago with regard
o long-service leave and add it to this addi-
tional figure, they will get a total of
£253,652. Add to {hat the £I52,660, to
which I previously referred, and we have an
amount of over £400,000. Members will
thus get some idea of what pensions are
costing this State annually. If anyone can
get up then and complain at the amount of
money it is proposed to expend on coal-
mivers’ pensions, 1 cannot understand his
reasoming. I said just now that T wonld
have a word or two to say with regard to the
health of miners. I know the Collie miners
pretty well and they know me pretty well.
I have nothing to thank them for. They
xave me the biggest hiding T ever had in my
life, and T told them so. When T fivst stood
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for Parliament 1 fought the president of the
Miners’ Union and was beaten two to one.
After I had given them 12 years of zood
serviee———

Hon. V, Hamersley: You are turning the
other cheek.

Hon. W. J. MANN: The Cellie miners
have always invited me to their varions
functions but at the end of 12 years when
I had again to face the electors and was
opposed by a man who was not a miner,
they beat me again by over six to one, the
voting being something like 610 to 98. I
want the House to understand that so far
as any suggestion of my playing-up to the
Collie miners is conecerned, there can be no-
thing to it. I bave nothing to thank them
for. I have always found them jolly good
fellows and have always got on well with
them, but in the past there has been no
question about where I stood politically
with them.

However, I wish to refer to some eom-
ments I received from Dr. Copping last
Friday. I have his permission to use his
name. In the course of the doctor’s state-
ment he said—

You ask for my opinion in general of the
health of the Collie miners and of the effeet
of the working conditions upon their heatth.
For the past three years 95 per cent. of my
male patients have been Collie coalminers and
the following observationsg are based on that
experience. They refer to underground men
only.

Hon, L. Craig: Is he the panel doctor
there?

Hon. W. J. MANN: He 15 a doctor prac-
tising at Collie.

Hon. L. Craig: Is he paid by the union?
Ts he the panel doctor?

Hon. W. J. MANN: He is a medical man
who is perfectly justified in making this
statement. If Mr. Craig wishes fo infer
that the doctor’s statement may be biassed
hecause of his pesition, I think such a sug-
gestion 35 most unworthy., I am indeed
zorry to hear such a suggestion.

Hon. T.. Craig: T am nof suggesting any-
ihing at all.

Hon, W. J. MANN: T am glad to hear
that, for some people might take it that
way.

Hon. L. Craig: Y do not care how people
may take it; I merely asked the question
for information.
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Hon. W. J. MANN: The doctor went on
to say—

In the mass the miners are not a healthy

looking lot, and appearance goes a long way in
the assessment of an individual’s general
health, The mineys have not that heslthy
colour of skin which is to be regarded as nor-
mal in this country. The complexion is sallow
and subject to pimples, pustules, boils, and
other disturbances which are mostly attribut-
able to excessive sweating. We sce 2 remark-
able change in the appearance of a man whe
has been working underground for years after
lie has been on the surface for a few weeks.
Thia change is especially marked in the young
miners who have been in the Army.
Then the doetor goes on to say that even
in the very best possible circumstances a
coal mine can never approximate ordinary
conditions under which men labour else-
where, and he is quite right in that eon-
tention. Then his statement proceceds—

A coalmine obviously can mever be a health

resort, The lack of light, the dust, the increased
humidity and the fumes and smoke from ex-
plosives do not constitute environment for which
the human machine was designed. Even when
the working conditions are the best possible,
underground work must be the least salubrioug
of oeeupations, . . . A sense of fatipue and
a demand for a ‘‘tonie’’ is one of the com-
monest things to bring a miner to see his doe-
tor.
Very frequently when miners emerge from
the wmine they can be seen, to use a collo-
qualism, to be “all out.” Most of the men
are engaged on piecework. Certainly they
have a seven-hour bank to hank day, but
I have bheen down the mines and I have
seen men working the machines and on the
face. I have not heen able to stop down
very long hecause of the perspiration and
humidity. The men were bathed in perspira-
tion and looked as if buckets of water
had been thrown over them from time
to time. There can be no disguising the
conditions under which they work, and those
conditions are sueh as must inevitably soon
wear men and machinery out. The doetor
went on to say in his report—

The most unsatisfactory problem I have to
deal with in my praetiee is the miner from 55
to 70 years of age who comes complaining of
a multitude of minor ailments which together
simply mean that, a8 4 machine, e is wearing
out, or has worn out.

That refers to men of from 55 to 70 years
of age, _

Hon. T. Moore: And that is no city doe-
tor’s opinion. 7

Hon. W. J. MANN: As is well known,
there are men in the Collie mines who are
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70 years of age, and I think references were
made to them during the course of the de-
bate in another place.

The Chief Secretary: Those men returned
te the mine during the war period.

Hon, W. J. MAXN: We all know there
are a few cricketers who have made quite
good scores even after Father Time has
placed a heavy score against their vears.
So it is with some of these elderly miners
at Collie. Some of them ecan register first-
class tallies, and there may be a dozen or
more of such men in the mines today.
We must appreciate the conditions under

which these miners work. If it were
possible to parade 1,000 miners at
Collie and a stranger were asked as

the men went by if the men worked in God’s
sunlight under average eonditions, I would
bet every shilling I have that the answer
wounld he, “No; you cannot tell me that they
are working under those conditions, They
must be working under conditions that are
wearing down their health” Dx. Copping
further said—

In my opinion, which is solely medieal, no
man should be allowed underground under 18
vears of age amd should not remain under-
ground longer than 20 years, 1 have attended
five or gix tases of men who had collapsed at
the voal face. They have been well on cnter-
ing the mine and 24 hours after the collapse
they were fully recovered. Their eomplaint is
‘fbad air.’’ 1 believe the eause to have been
heavy exertion coupled with increased humidity
and defeetive ventilation. These few eases
probably represent the most snsceptible in-
diriduals.

The retiring age should be fixed compulsorily
at 60, if not nt 55 years. The fact that there
are exceptionnl individuals who remain wiry
and tough at 70 does not make any less neees-
sary the above reforms for the majority.
Logically the grenter the number of machines
and the fewer the men working underground,
the better.

That is the gist of the statement made for
me by Dr. Copping, withont his possessing
any information in the first instance as to
what use T was likely to put it. What-
ever the defects of the Bill may be,
T shall support the second reading. There
ave defects in it and after the Bill passes
the second reading stage, as I feel sure it
will, I propose to take a hand in an en-
deavour to stroighten some of them ent. We
have been given some details vegarding the
work of coalminers. If there is any one
seetion of industry throughout Australia
that deserves the very best that ean be ex-
tended, it is that represented hy the men
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working in the coalmines at Collie. We have
had a wonderful run from them; of that
there can be no doubt whatever. They have
had their quarrels, but with only one or per-
haps two exceptions—I have some particn-
lars regarding one and I believe there was
another brief stoppage of a few hours—I
can recolleet no appreciable hold-up of
operations.

Hon. T. Moore: They are good men and
truoe.

Hon. W. J. MANXN: The Chief Secretary
quoted some fizures and Mr. Bolton cuoted
others. During the eourse of the debate I
remarked, by way of interjection, that more
coal had been hewn last year than ever he-
fore in the history of the fields. I have some
figures to quote, but I am afraid they are
slightly under those mentioned by Mr. Bol-
ton. The figures that I have embody the
claim that the output constituted a record.
In dealing with this matter T feel somewhat
like Mark Twain who said that there were
“liars, gard damn liars and statisticians.”
I may inform the House straightaway that a
statistician provided me with these figures:
but nevertheless I shall place them hefore
the House. The particutars I shall quote
appeared in “The West Australinn” ot the
18th Februavy of this year under the head-
ing of *“Collie Coal Production.”” The para-
graph read—

The Collie coalfietd produced 581,173 tons of
coal last year, the highest gutput on record.
That total is slightly less than the one guotec
by Mr. Bolton.

Hon. L. B. Bolton: Yes, I quoted 604,000
tons,

Hon. W. J. MANN:
ceeded—

The valwe of production was £461,494,
Searcely one day swag lost during the year, the
mines generally working 12 shifts a fortnight.
Only one instance of industrial trouble oerur-
red, two days’ work being lost at the Cardiff
mine because of a dispute hetween the miners
and the management.

In 1941 the mines produced 556,377 tons of
coal valued at £389,278, so that an increase of
24,508 tons was shown last year. The increased
value of the output wns £72,216. The average
number of men employed in the industry for
the year was 823—a record figure for the field.
£n81941 the average number of workers waw
T78.

I think those are astonishing figures. By
way of comparison I shall quote a report
appearing in *‘The Daily News’' of the
20th Febreary last ander the heading of
‘¢Beventy Stoppages in Seven Weeks.”” In

The report pro-
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that report the following statement was
made—

To date thig year sinee the miners resumed

after the holidays soven weeks ago
This refers, of course, to New South Wales.
: more than 124,000 tons of coal have
been lost by strikes. The majority of stop-
pages were due to disputes directly affecting
miners.
I need not read the whole of the report,
but will mention the last portion which
embodies a statement made by Mr, Lowden,
who is what is known as the southern
president of the coalminers’ organisation
in New South Wales, which appeared in
the winers’ official organ *‘‘Common
Canse,”” as follows:—

The whole position savours of anarchy be-

cause of failure to act as part of the union,
lack of appreciation of the federation policy
and an attitude towards the war effort that
cannot be tolerated.
There we have 70 stoppages in seven
weeks, and the Collie mines have been go-
ing for over 50 years and by the pgreatest
streteh of imagination one ecannot for a
moment suggest that there have been any-
thing like seven stoppages there in that
period. As against that we have the posi-
tion in New South Wales,

Hon. G. W, Miles: And that is where
the coalminers were given pensious.

Hon. W. J. MANN: I have been told that
pensions were offered to the miners in New
South Wales in the hope that the practiee
would be conducive to the workers giving
better serviee. My impression of the New
South Wales coalminer is that if we gave
him the earth he would not be satisfied.
If wc were able to give him the Kingdom of
Heaven he would want the other place as
well. There is one other matter I shall
nmenfion tegarding coalminers and the
justice of their claims, and that is regard-
tng accidents. It is a fael that the num-
her of accidents is growing at an alarming
rate, and this is a matter that concerns
both men and management. A newspaper
paragraph states—

Accidents in the industry increased alarm-
ingly during the year, 731 heing reported. This
is the highest accident figure in the history of
the field. Two fatal accidents occurred, 251
gerious acecidents and 478 of a minor nature.

In 1941 gceidents totalled 564 npund in 1940,
495.

So much in justification of the miners.
While I agree with the ohject of the Bill,
there are several features to which I have
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cbjeetion and which, ip my judgment, are
inequitable and unnecessary. Were we
living under normal conditions, I would
say that 60 years or less would be a reason-
able age for the men in the indusiry to
retire. For many years I have contended
from my place in this House that one of
the ways to bring about stability in indus-
try in Australia, becaunse of the mechanisa-
tion of industry, would be by withdrawing
men from industry at a given age, say 55
or 60 years, to make room for the rising
generation. I have been told that there is
a provision in tbe Bill—I have not yet
found it—or that it is understood that the
compuisory retirement of men from the coal-
mining industry at the age of 60 is to be
suspended during the war. I shall look
through the Bill onee more in search of
that provision. If it is inecluded it will
cover one of my objections. We should
stipulate that this provision may be sus-
pended during the war.

I de not wish to appear pessimistie, but T
think we are about balf-way through the
war, perhaps not even that, but we eannot
tell what is before ns. We in Australia
are living altogether too easily and eom-
fortably and have not seitled down to the
really hard conditions of war. While 1
agree that G0 years is none too early for
a coalminer to retire, I believe it will be
definitely wreng in war-time to make it man-
datory for men on veaching that age to leave
the industry and remaip out of it. There
are men of 60 years who may be physically
able to carry on a little longer, even if they
could not work full time, but whe wonld, in
a national erisis, be glad to help.

Referenee has been made to the definition
of “mineworker.” I made it clear at the
outset of my remarks that my main con-
sideration is for the older men of Collie who
have given wonderful service, and have kept
the younger element in eheck and have
played the game by the people and the
State. In my estimation they are deserving
of all possible consideration. But there are
others who seem to have goi into ihe epte-
zory of “mineworkers” and apparently the
old men will have to carry them on their
backs under this scheme. The Bill pro-
vides that a workmen’s inspector, a check
weigher or miners’ cheek inspector shall be
inclnded. A cheek weigher iz more or less
a clerk, The definition, however, does not
include an underground manager. A work-
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men's inspector has to go below and so does
the underground manager.

Hon. C. B. Williams: There is quite a
difference between them and the miners.

Hon. W. J. MANX: I agree, and if we
are not earefnl we shall be perpetuating
the old system of providing a pension for
one man while a man who works alongside
him is not eligible for one. I should
like the Minister to clear up that poini.
Then there is the question of including union
officials, T am sure Mr. Williams will sap-
port me when I say that it would not be
fair to overload the seheme by inciuding too
many union officials. I think there is a cateh
in the union-officials proposal.

A man eame to me recently without any
insiruction from any union and nrged me to
do certain things. I asked him what he
worked at. He was cmployed on the out-
skirts of the mine—on the houndaries—and
he thought he should be roped in. He was
talking ahout the unions and I thomght I
detected some flaw in his argument. I asked
him which union he was referring to and he
said that four uniens were concerned—the
Collie miners, amalgamated engine drivers,
another section of engine drivers and the
clerieal staff, He said, “They will all he
in it.” If we are going to include two or
three dead-heads out of each union, we shall
he going outside the scheme.

Hon. C. B. Willinms: The engine drivers’
union would not have a permsanent official
there.

Hon. W. J. MANN: Tt has some sort of
official at Collie. The provisions of the Bill
might . be stretched to bring in representa-
tives of other seetions, If the intention is
+that one member of the miners’' union only
iz to be included, that might he tolerated,
hut I do not think that any number of men
of that deseription should be brought under
the scheme., The secretary of the unien
might be an ex-miner who could well be
included.  Clause 6 defines among other
things the periods which & wan shall have
worked in or about a mine in order to
qualify for a pension. One is that he must
have worked as a mineworker for not less
than 60 days for the year immediately pre-
ceding his sixtieth year. That provision
of sixty days seems to bhe bordering on
the absurd. 1 should like the Minister
16 explain why that period is mentioned.

[COUNCIL.)

There are other provisions—a man must
have continnously resided in the State for
five years immediately preceding his attain-
ment of G0 years and must have worked in
or ahout a coalmine in this Staie for not
less than 300 days doving that period of
five years. That would mean an average of
60 days or 12 weeks per year, which seems
illogieal to me. I should like some informa-
tion on that point. There is another pro-
vision, namely, that the miner shall have
been engaged in the industry in the State
for a period of not less than 20 years in all,
That appears to he satisfactory. Another
provision is that he has heen resident in
the State for not less than five years out
of the seven years immediately preceding
the date of his retirement, or that he has
actually worked in or about a coal mine in
Australia for not less than 500 days in the
seven years, That would mean an average
of 71 days. I consider that the period of
residence in the State should he ten vears
with considerably more than 71 davs of
work per year. All those figures are
enigmatical and it is diffieult to wnderstand
their intent.

Hon. G. W. Miles: Can you explain the
“harvd-luek” elause ?

Hon. W. J. MANXN: I shall come to that
in a moment, There is the question of deal-
ing with the dividends mentioned by M.
Craig. I am with him in his attitude; T
think it would be quite wrong to do as sng-
wested. When I read the “hard-luck” clause,
my mind went back to the late Mr. Holmes,
and I could imagine his saying that this
looked like a big loophole or a nigger
in the woodpile. That just about ex-
presses my feelings in the ahsenee of
any further explanation. In conelusion,
I am of opinion that the Collie men
have a definite claim to consideration,
especially in view of the Ffaet that men
who have drawn salaries of up to £1,000 a
year, who have been able to live under the
very bhest conditions and have had oppor-
tunity to make provision for their old age,
are drawing pensions from the State, in-
stances of which I gave earlier in my ve-
marks, and I would not be a party to deny-
ing pensions to the Collie miners, which
they consider is their right, notwithstanding
that the Government might have some bigger
schemes in view for the distant future.

On motion by Hon. T. Moore, debate ad-
journed.
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BILL—MUNICIPAL CORFORATIONS
ACT AMENDMENT.

Assembly’s Request for Conference.

Message from the Assembly requesting a
conference on the amendment insisted upon
by the Council now considered.

THE HONORARY MINISTER [3.58): 1

move—

That the Assembly s request for a eonference
be agreed to, that the managers for the Coun-
¢il be Hon. C. F. Baxter, Hon. G. B. Wood, and
the mover, and that the conference he held in
the President’s room at 4.30 pm.

HON, C. B. WILLIAMS (Sounth): I am
opposed to the holding of a eonference. It
is nearlv time we did the right thing, in-
stead of wasting the time of the country.
We should not go into conference on such
a ridieulons question as this. I, with one
or two other Lahour members, supported the
Government on this point on two or three
oceasions, and 1 consider it sheer waste of
time to ask this Chamber to go inte con-
ferenee on a Bill whieh has been turned
down before by the House. Two of us
voted in favour of it on a former oceasion
beeause we did not wish to sep the Ministers
left on their own. If the House agrees to
the holding of the conference, the members
appointed to it by this House will proceed
te the meeting with the full knowledge that
the House is definitely appesed to a par-
ticular provision of the RBill. Why .should
not a municipality have the right to dis-
rharge its officials? The electors have the
right to sack us, and we have the right to
saek our officials, Ii is a standing disgrace
that the Assembly should ask for a eonfer-
ence on this Bill.

HON. SIR HAL COLEBATCH (Metro-
politan} : In ordinary civenmstances, 1 should
always be agreeable to u conference, but
certain things have happened since this
amendment was insisted on by this House
that make me extremely doubtful as to whe-
ther the conference will he of any value.
The ecireumstances I refer to are these:
Communications have heen sent from the
Minister’s department to the varions muni-
cipalities asking them to endeavour to induce
their representatives in the Legislative Coun-
¢il to reverse the attitnde they have taken
up on this matter and adding that, if this
were not done, the Minister would drop the
Bill. If that is the case, if the Minister is
determined in that event to drop the Bill,
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then I think we might just as well drop the
Bill straightaway. I have been communieated
with by certain authorities which say that
the Bill is really a matter of convenience
and not o matter of any great publie im-
portance. Whilst they are not altogether op-
posed to the idea, they are entirelv antagon-
istic to the suggestion that if this ainendment
is not agreed to the Minister will drop the
Bill. They say, “Well, if that is his attitude,
let hin drop the Bill and have done with jt.”

THE HONORARY MINISTER (in re-
ply): [ am surprised at the attitude taken
up by Mr. Williams and Sir Hal Colebhatch.

Hon. C. B. Williams: This is the third
time T have taken it up. I was with you on
the first oecasion.

The HONORARY MINISTER: I know
nothing about & communication having heen
sent out by the Minister’s department.

Hon. H. L. Roche: 1t was szenl out all
right. I got a eopy.

Hon. Sir Hal Colebatch:
copies of it.

The HONORARY MINISTER: This is
the procedure we have always adopted when
a request has been made by the Assembly
for a conference.  This Honse is always
ready to compromise, and I think the re-
auest is veasonable, The amendment is also
reasonable. Despiie the opinions expressed
by Sir- Hal! Colebatch and Mr. Williams, T
see ho reason why we should not aceede
lo the Assembly’s regquest. We shonld do
50 as a matter of courtesy in order to allow
another place t¢ put forward its viewpoint
on the amendment.

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

I lave seen

Axoes .- .. oo 11
Noes .. .. ..o 12
Majority against i
AYVES,
Hon. C. F. Baxter Hon, W. H. Kitson
Hon, C. R, Coraish Hon. H. 8. W. Parker
Hon. L. Cralg Hon. H. Seddon
Hon. J. M. Drew Hon, G. B. Wood
Hon. E. H, @ray * Hon. T. Moore”
Hon. W. R, Hall fTeller. }
Noes,
Han. 1.  B. Bolton Hon. W, J. Manon
.Hoa, S1r Ha} Oolebatch Hon, G, W, Miles
Hon. J. A. Dimmitt Hon. H. L. Roche
Hon. F, E Gibson Hon, F. R, Walsh
Hon. E. H. H. Hall Hon. C. B. Wllliams
Hon, V, Hamersley Hoao. H. Tuckey
{Teller)

Question thus negatived, and a message
aceordingly returned to the Assembhly.
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BILL—MEDICAL ACT AMENDMENT.
Assembly’s Request for Conference.

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

THE CHIEF SECRETARY [4.10]: I
move—

That the Assembly’s request for a confer-
ence be agreed to, that the managers for the
Couneil be elected by ballot aud that the con-
ference be held in the President’s room at
4.30 pm.

Question put and passed.

Conference Managers Appointed.

The PRESIDENT : I think I might read
to members Standing Order 332 which deals
with the holding of a ballot:—

Each member present shall give to the Clerk
a list of the names of such members as he may
think fit and proper to be chosen at such ballot;
and if any list contain a larger or lesser num-
ber of names than are to be chosen, it shall
be void and rvejeeted. When all the lists are
colleeted, the Clerk with the mover, acting as
scrutineers, shall ascertain and report to the
President the mames of the members having
the greatest number of votes, which members
shall be declared to be chosen. If two or more
members have an equality of votes, the Presi-
dent shall determine by lot which shall he
chosen,

The House will have to eleet three members
hy ballot.

Ballot teken.

The PRESIDENT : There is an equality
of votes for the manager who will be plaeced
ihird, and the Standing Order I have quoted
provides—

If two or more members have an equality

of votes, the President shall determine by lot
which shall he chosen.

1 shall now choose by lot.

Ballot resulted in the Chief Secretary,
Hon. J. G. Hislop, and Hon. C. F. Baxter
being appointed as managers for the Couneil.

Mescage acrordingly returned to the
Assembly,

Sitting suspended from 4.25 to 5.8 pm.

Conference Managers’ Report.

THE CHIEF SECRETARY: I have to
report that the managers appointed by the
Council met the managers appointed by the
Assembly and failed to arrive st an agree-
ment.

The PRESIDENT: Then the Bil! is lost.

(ASSEMBLY.]

ADJOURNMENT—SPECIAL.

THE CHIEF SECRETARY: I move—

That the House at its rising adjourn &ill 2.15
p-mi, tomorrow,

Question pat and passed.

House adjourned at 5.9 pon.

Tegislative Hssembly,
Tuesday, 23rd February, 1943.
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The SPEAKER took the Chair at 2.15

p-m. and read prayers.

QUESTIONS (2).
VERMIN DESTRUCTION.
As to Rabbits on Crown Lands.

Mr. DONEY asked the Minister for
Lands: 1, Has he noted that the report by
the Chief Inspector of Rabbits tabled on the
28th January—which embodies a reply io
my question dealing with the responsibility
of the Agrienltural Bank and other depart-
ments for the destruction of rabbits on
lands controlled by them—is only a recital
of eonditions existing before my question
was submitted, and takes no cognisanee of
my regnest that the Agricultural Bank. the
Lands and other Government Departments
ghonld initiate some new method which would
recognise that the responmsihility for rabbit
destruction on lands controlled by them is
their own and not that of loeal vermiv
boards or of adjoining private land owners’
2, If it can be shown by the department
concerned that to do this work itself wounld
entail the use of more manpower than when
done by existing means, will he eome to 2n
arrangement with individual vermin boards



