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T0 IMPORTANT
CHANGE IN ACT

i

éBill to Amend Workmen’s

~ Compensation Act Alter-
ed by Committee

READY FOR FINAL STAGE

When the amendments to the
Workmen's Compensation Act camel
'up for consideration in {‘!ammitteel
. of the House last night J. A. Pin- |
ard, Liberal, BEast Ottawa. launch- |

ed a discussion on the injustice nf"

t
cutting downm injured workmen's |

disability allowance after it had |
| once been decided on by the board. |

R. L. Brackin, West Kent. de-.|
clared that the troubie with the
Workmen's Compensation Act was
that the workmen did not under- |
stand it. He Instanced a case of a.
Chatham workman who, after hav- |
ing lost an eye, was given a cheque
by his employers for $250 in full
payment for his disability. 1

The Conservative group endeavor-
ed to have the clause eliminated |
calling for full compensation fnri
those earning less than $12 a week. |
Hon. Geo. S. Henry wanted to know
why these people should be girenl
full compensation when it was re-
ported that it was such workmen
who were the worst malingerers.
Hon. Mr. Rollo said it was designed
to help girls working In factories
for often five, six or ten dollars a
weel. On a vote, the motion of Mr. |
Henry to have the clause struck out |
wWas lost by 30 to 17. '

Yields to Pressure. ~

— A —

An important change was made ™

in clause 15 of the bill, when Pre- .
mier Drury, yielding to pressure
from the Opposition side, accepted

'a motion by Charles McCrea mi':
' Strike out that part which provided

 for a levy on schedule two employ- !

{ providing for additiona] levies for
'emplovers in schedule one neces-
 sary to meet increases to widows |

- employer individually liable cannot

Iadnpted. Much of the necessity for

ers to meet pensions for which thel
be assessed, either because of in-
solvency, limited liability or other
causes. That part of the clause

=

on pensions fixed heretofore was

the clause, however, was removed
by the dropping of Clause 132, which

- provided for the payment of the|
 increased allowances on all pay-.
'ments accruing hereafter, whether |
|
|

the accident happened before or
after the date the present bill comes
into effect. This generally retroactive |
feature was sharply criticized, but|
no objection was offered to the pre-
ceding clause, which provides for |
pensiors to widows being increased
in the same manner,

Clause is Dropped.

The clause providing for the
capitalization of pension payments
in the case of schedule two em-
ployers which was intended to
cover -the case of companies going
out of existence. and leaving their
compensation liabilities unprovided
for, was dropped, with the under-
standing that it would come up again !
next session. This clause provided |
for the establishment of a Pension |
Reserve Fund made up of these cap- i
talized payments, which the board,
at its discretion would amalgamate
with Pension Reserve Fund from
schedule one industries. The objec-
tion was that this might make
schedule two employers bear part
of the burden of schedule one em-
ployers, In agreeing to the with-
drawal, Hon. Mr. Rollo intimated
that next session the question of
placing in one class employers con-
tributing to a fund would be brought |
up. The bill went through committea

il-nd iIs now ready for third read-'!
ng.

LIBERAL LEADER CALLS PREM.

ITER'S ATTENTION TO
LEGAL BI.UNDER

The Government bill to give muni-
cipalities local option in taxation to
an extent that wouwld make single
tax operative came within a narrow

margin of going through in g form
tha't would hhve made it conflict with

'the principie of the general law ﬂf’J

I the Province.

| A8 drafted the bill provided ’
the *“‘electors” could vote to ex;nhiz'l
iImprovements, business and income. |
although the general law only al'Inws:
ra;tem?,yem 10 vote on any question
affecting taxation. When the bill
'came up for third reading in the
' House vesterdav the matter ‘was
5drawn o the attention of the Gov-
ernment by Mr Dewart After the
;i[c;use resumed in
rirme Minister accepted an a d-
ment by Mr. Dewart -pruvidin;n ?:E:t.'
innly qualified ratepayers should be |
| given the vote upon such by-laws.
To meet an objection raised by ?th‘E:
' Premier, Mr. Dewart addeq an
‘amendment which wWould permit elec.
-tnrg 10 vote where the Gavarnme'nt
| 'believes this was Justified.

-__——-__________
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| DEWART 1S CRITICAL.{
|  H. H. Dewart. Libera] Leader, yes-

 terday again attacked the c

| : . ost of

enforecing the Ontario Temperance[
|

the evening the !

Act when the item was reached

. in
the estimates. He asserted again that
the License Board should consist of |-
one member, He was also critical |

‘;uf the Government runnin ]

dispensaries in the ma,nmanrg i:lq;fr;r
dfclarlnltghthat ilt savored of the Gov.
arnmen eing in the liquor busi Ty
Hc_in. H. C. Nixon B&idqthﬂt Ii'lhem:;—
C€Ipls last year through ‘the vendors
were about four millions. He promis-
ed that full investigation would be
made by the commission which
would be appointed following the

session to investigate the 4
of the O.T. A . e -

iWill Try to Expedite |
Winding Up of Company

In reply to N. Asmussen (North !
| Waterloo), Hon. W. E. Raney pro- |

Jlrlis+::.-<:l that the Government would |
\tr}' to expedite the winding up of
'the Dominion ‘Permanent Loan
' Company. K. K. Homuth (South
| Waterloo) was of the opinion that
'the Government should wind up the |
affairs of the company quickly. Mr. |
' Raney declared that the assets of
the company were practically all
' stolen because of insufficient in-
spection, and that thev had been
invested In a railway in British Col-
umbia under disguise. The railroad
seemed to be existent on paper only, |

'Power Companies Object

to Carmichael’s Bil

Protesting against the legislatia
introduced in the Legislature h
' Hon. D. Carmichael, Sir Williay

Mackenzie, R. J. Fleming and oth¢
officials of power companies visite
' Premier Druty yesterday. They ol
| jeeted to the bill, which would in
| pose the penalty of cancellation ¢
rights on a company which develoy
ed more electric power than it ha
the right to under agreement. Theg
complained that the legislation wg
too drastic. No statement was mad
by the Premier, but it is understoo
that no assurance was given to th
comimission of any modification.
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