GIVEN COMPENSATION
IN'NEW LEGISLATION

|

Price Introduces Act Aiming | ;
to Encourage Their
Employment

NEWSPAPER UNDER FIRE

With the introduction of the new
Blind Workmen's Compensation Act

figuring as the most important item,
the Ontario Legislature yesterday held
its shortest sitting of the session—
sbout 20 minutes.

But within that 20-minute period was
Jammed a good deal of public business.
Three new bills were introduced; the
Government answered four questions on
the order paper, and Wilfrid Heighing-
ton (Oomservative, Toronto-St. David)
indulged in a castigation of a King
Street evening newspaper for what he
claimed was a misinterpretation of his
attitude in the House on Thursday.

The new Blind Workmen's Compensa-
tion Act was introduced by Attorney-
General Price. The purpose of this act,
according to an explanatory note, is to
encourage the employment of blind
workmen by relieving employers of the
apprehension that they might other-
wise be under of employing blind work-
men, and thereby increasinz the possi-
bility of accident and cost of compen-
sation.

Consider Previous Awards,

The act provides that compensation
%0 blind workmen over $50 will be paild
by the Province on receipt of a cer-
tificale from the Workmen's Compen-
sation Board. Other sections of the
act provide that the board, in allowing
compensation to a blind workman, may
oconsider any previous award it may
have made to the same individual. For
instance, he may have received from
the accident causing his blindness 100
per cent. compensation before coming
under the terms of this new act. An-
other section of the act states that it
rests with the board to levy a falr as-
sessment on an employer on the wages
of a blind workman.

The act further provides that no
blind workman shall be deemed to come
under the provisions of the act unless
he has been properly placed by officers
of the Canadian Institute for the Blind.

Paper’s Comment Absurd.

Before the orders of the day were |
called yesterday Wilfrid Heighington |
asked the privilege of the House to take
exception to a report in a Toronto eve- |

ning newspaper's account of his re-l
marks the day before on the bill to

make uniform laws relating to wills.
The report, he said, commented that his
remarks on this subject indicated signs
of dissension among Government fol-
lom Such a comment, he sald, was
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