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COMPENSATION .
ACT IS ALTERED

Slightly and  Passes Third Reading
in Legislature—Final Read-
ing Today.

(Tuesday’s Daily.)

Yesterday -afernoon’s *session+ was

considerable interest in the
leeizlature, marked as it was by the
pensation aect, somewhat amend-
passing its secend reading, by the
passing of eleven acts and by the
luction of Mr. Hiebert’s resolu-
concerning government-owned
nsaries for the sale of liquor.
n the Compensation act came
consideration Mr. Robertson,

High River, attempted a play to
galleries, but the obvious play

nly with a smile on Mr. Rob-

With this government meas-
ne of the.most advanced pieces
or legislation possible, before
posed as the champion of some
iy, down-trodden labor ranks,
member for Lethbridge inform-
m later.. He asked, to begin
that any representatives of the
and labor council present who
i to speak before the House
be allowed to do so.

He was informed by the premier
this was unparliamentary and
icularly without precedent on a

nent measure. Deputy Speak-
presiding,ruled that although
outsider could properly take part
he debates oi 'the House, any
ber who desired to do so could,
the unanmimous consent of the
se, invite to a seat beside him

y labor ' delegate he wished, and
Id benefit by that man’s represen-

t 18. - This being assented to Mr.
Robertson’s cards were shown, inas-
much as he had not any labor repre-
sentative present whom he wanted to
ite to a seat Deside him. The oc-
sion being given, there were others
who had.

So it was that during the discussion
the Compensation act in commit-
of the whole, Frank Sherman, of

Taber, president for Alberta of tife
United Mine Workers’ of America, oc
cupied a seat en the floor of the House
beside W. C. Simmons, M.P.P. for
Lethbridge. This,k privilege was ac-
corded Mr. Sherman by the consent of
the House .and on the invitation of
Mr. Simmons, who is one of the keen-
est advocates of advanced labor legis-
lation in “Canada. Mr. Sherman’s
presence there recalled the fact that
1t was he who three years ago was
practically the first in Alberta to start
the movement for the Compensation
act.

The amendments to the bill, which
were introduced by Mr.Cross and wert
the outcome of a eareiul consideration
of the bill in committee, were few but
important. The height of the build-
ing on which an injured employec
must gye bggn woglgng to come with-
in the act and recetve compensation

d from 40 deet to.30 feet.
phrase was one to which
unions took objection and
a change.
] amendments were the
1a in the secale of compensation.

When death results from a.workman’s
injury that comes under the act the
top t of the compensation to be
paid his dependants was increased
from 500 ‘o $1,800. In cases where
the workman leaves no dependants
the medical and burial expenses to
be paid.by his employer shall not ex-
ceed $200, this limit being increased
$100 by the amendment, In cases
where it was originally provided that
an injured workman under 21 should
receive from his employer a weekly
payment equivalent to a certain por-
tion of his salary, but not to exceed
$7.50 per week. This was an increase
irom $5.

The date at which the act is to come
into force was changed from Sept. 1,
1908, to January 1, 1909.

Does Not Apply to Farmers.

An important amendment, or addi-
tion rather, and one in which Messrs.
Boyle, Walker, Telford, Puffer, Me-
’herson and others were active in pro-
curing. was a.proviso _to . seection, 2.
which section in a general way sets
out who are to be clearly benefitted
by thre -bitl: “The addition very clearly
defines the faet that this act has bear-
ing only upon industrial tradesmen,
and - not upon agricultural .communi-
ties. . The addition reads:—

“Notwithstanding  anything herein-
before contained this act shall not
apply to the employment of agricu-
ture, nor to any work performed or
machinery used on or-about a farm
or homestead for farm \purpeses, or
for . the purposgs of impteving such
farm or homestead and for greater cer-
tainty but so as mot to restrict-in any
degreg, the gendrality of the iorégoing
words of this section this act shall
fot “apply to any of the Tollowing em-
pléyments 6n a farm:—

(a)—"Threshing, ¢leaning, crushing,
grinding or. otherwise. treating grain
or sawing wood, posts, lumber or other
wooden material, or otherwise treat-
mg the same, ‘or pressing hay, by any
kind gf machinery or, motive power,
and - whether such machinery or. mo-
tive power bé portable or statiofiary,
and whether the same be owned and
operated by -the:farmer or farmers for
whose purposes the same is being used
or by any other farmer or other person
for gain, profit or reward.

(b)—"“The copstruction, - repair or
demolition of any farm building,wind-
mill, derrick or other structure.

“The word ‘factory’ as defined in this
act shall not be held to include any
building, workshop, place or mill on
a farm used for the purposes of such
farm.

“The words “mine’ or ‘quarry’ as de-
fined in this act shall not be held to
include any mine or quarry on a farm
used for the purposes only of such
farm.

“The words ‘engineering work’ as
defined in this act shall not be held
to include any ditch, dfain, well, or
other excavation on a farm being con-
structed or repaired for the purposes
of such farm, or any adjoining farm
or iarms.”

The act with its amendments pas-
sed the second reading and will today
be given a Anal réadimg. ;

Much Legislation Forwarded.

»The_vuppronch ~.of - prorogation . was
evidedit inthe lafge niimber of bills
on the order paper for & final reading.
The. following “wera. zead & ‘third time
and. passed -+ :

“An- Act 10 Amend the Lethbridge
Charter.” “‘Me, Simmons. ¥

the Town of Raymond and to Legalize
a Certain Agreement - between  the
[Town of Raymend and ‘the Knight
Sugar Company, Limited.” Mr. Sim-
mons.

“An Act to Amend Chapter 39 of the
Statu}es of Alberta, 1906—An Act re-
Specting the Town' of Red Deer, am-
ending Chapter 42 of ‘the Ordinances
of ‘the North-West, Territories, 1901,
Mr. Moore.

“An Act respecting the Edmonton
Radial Tramway.” Hon. Mr. Cross.

““An Act to Amend the Coal Mines
Aet for the Purpose oi Limiting
Hours of Work Below Ground.” Hon.
Mr. Cushing.

“An Act to Amend Ordinances and
Statutes respecting the City of Cal-
gary.”. Hon. Mr, Cushing.

“An Act for the Relief of Western
Canada College.”” Hon. Mr. Cushing,

““An ‘Act to Imcorporate the.Carbon
Hil - Railway Company.”” Mr. Sim-
mons.

“An Act_to Amend the Strathcona
Charter.” Hon. Mr. Rutherford.

“An Act to Validate and Confirm
certain Bylaws of the City of Wetaski-
win.” Mr. Rosenre:..

“An Act to Authorize Robert Woods
to Practice Medicine.”  Mr. Telford.

The report-of the provincial librar-
ian was laid on the table by the prem-
ier before the orders of the day were
taken up.

Hiebért's Resolution re Liquor,

Mr. Hiebert made am earnost little
speech in rising .to speak on his reso-
lution, a pleasing speech, setting forth
the duty of legislators to endeavor to
stamp out the liquor evil, and he was
warmly applauded by the whole
house, The -members felt comiortable
about it, .inasmuch as their temper-
ance -legislation. of last year and its
striet. _enforcement, had covered the
ground as well as could be at present,
and they were reminded of this by Mr.
Hiebert’s speech, containing charges
against the evils of liquor in general
rather than against the system which
now-obtains in Alberta.

At the end of the debate the Housc
accepted this amendment. to the reso-
lution,- moved by Attorney General
Cross and seconded by Premier Ruth-
erford :—

“That this House, while sympathiz-
ing with every effort towards the pro-
motion .of sobriety, as has been shown
by the amendments to the Liquor Lic-
ence ordinance of last session, does
not censider that the assumption. by
the province of the sole right of vend-
ing spirituous liquors has at present
been shown to be desirable, and that,
efore legislation for such a purpose
be ‘introduced, any such plan shouid
be thoroughly investigated.”

Mr. Hiebert’s resolution had an-
other rinig than his speech, cvontain-
ing, as it did, a ecriticism of this
system which his speech diu not at-
tempt to substintiate, - The resolution
read—

‘“That.in . the opinion of this House.
the sale of spirituous and fermented
liquors under the system now in
vogue is a cause of erime and a source
of suffering to the people of this pro-
vinee, and this House is. further of the
opinion that so long as spirituous and
fermented liquors are sold under 1the
present system the licensed vendor
will =ell the greatest quantity by réa-
son of the profits and gain involved
in the said sale.

*‘Wherefore be it resolved,. that the
government be requested to introduce
such legislation to establish under a
commission . (which ‘may be either an
elective or. appointed body) govern-
ment owned and operated intoxicating
liquor dispensaries.”

Mr. Hiebert prefaced his speech
with a reference to the bill which he
had previously introduced, but which
he had withdrawn. In this resolu-
tion he stated he endeavored to covel
in brief the provisions of that bill.

For the present system of liquor
t-affic in this province, said Mr. Hie.
bert, hefelt no good reasons could be
advanced for. its maintenance. At
against total prohibition, often dis:
cusszed and often thrown down, it was
argued thaf the.liberty of the indivi
dual prevented one inan saying to an-
other “You shall net drink,” and
further ‘that it-only provoked-the il-
legal sale of liquor—these were points
het would not drgue- at- the ~ momeént.
Jut no one, he averred, could object
%> an absolute control of the ligquor
zystem by the government—that is, by
the people.

There ;was, largely« government con-
trol of this traffic now, and he believ-
ed the legislators were responsible in
some degree for the crimes arising
itom the Tiquor traffic regulated by
them.  Personally he desired to have
us little of that feeling of guilt as pos
sible, but he could not go to the
hotelman or bar-tender and say ““You
ars guilty.”” He would, however, he
said, come and say that to legislators
who upheld a 4iquor =system that
eansed death., Every newspaper had
its record of tragedies arising  from
liguor.

Need No Mandate From People.

Whether or not the government had
a mandate from the people to take
fresh steps in regard ‘to tae ‘liquor
trade, Mr. Hiebert said he would nof
Leuquire, . :The legislature was there to
do fhings, and though the coantry
might not speciﬁcu.uy have aekec_!
them to control the liquor traﬁic b
migans. of goyernment-owned - dispens
saries-there ‘wera thousands and thous
gands of voices in the pfovinece crying
out to them ‘“for God’s sake to stop
it.» :

Government control—it  was this;
Mr. Hiebert stated, he had come tc
believe was the wisest thing in_ Te-
gard .to. the liguor ftrade, Tor totally
forbidding all citizens to drink liguer
and taking away licepsed places only
Femused ‘othér People to arise and il
legally provide the people in general
with liquor. In this he ajmed not to
for bid man altogether to drink liquor,
bat to colitrol and restrain him in e
drinking.

. Mzr. Hiebert then proceeded to
‘realistic désoription df -the momen
tarily gay effects of liquor upon .8
tired or trouble-burdered man, and ifs
serious after effecta to the physi
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much of g disease rather than a crime
that mién should be medicilly treated
for drumkenness Tather than jailed -as
mow. .H there were, among. the coun<
try’s industries, one that.would cause
each year 11,305 people to be arrested
in Calgary and ¥Edmonton, as the
liquor traffic did—he {felt sure the
people .of the province. would . arise
and sweep out of existenee any govern-
ment that would noi abolish such an
industry.

Some might argue against his resolu-
tion that therelwas. no precedent .for
it, and the government had received
1o message from ‘the people ‘to take
over the liquor- business absolutely.
But in the telephone question  the
government had not. awaited a man-
date from the people, and now that a
government-owned telephone system
had ,come to pass all the people were
glad. The proyvince was young and
should do as its people had—blaze out
new trails for itself. His system of
dispensaries would. he believed, ve-
duee liquor drinking to a minimum.
It would also be a profitable business
for the government to invest in, as it
was the love of ‘gain aldne that was
keeping so many people in the busi-
ness everywhere.

Despicable. Habit of “Treating.”

If hardened drinkers only killed
‘themselves, Mr. Hiebert would not so
greatly object, but their vice was like
a pest spread by them from man to
man through the pernicious habit ot
trcating., When a man was led - to
drunkenness through a friend’s
““treating’’ that friend was guilty o:
whatever the other might do later of
wrong. Treating a man to liquor was
as bad as inoculating him with the
virus of smallpox.

Quoting statistics from Canada and
the States to evidence how much
money was squandered .yearly - in
liquor, Mr. Hiebert stated he was cer-
tuin $500,000 was annually paid.in the
retail trade. for liquor .in Edmonton.
Of .this perhaps $200,000 went for
labor; the rest in rMe way to the gen-
eral profit of the country. With an
carnest appeal to the legislators 1o
consider his resolution ags & means to
lessen the evils of hiquor, Mr. Hiebert
clozed his speeeh.

Attorney-General Speaks.

Hon..Mr. Cross, rising to reply, con-
gratulated Mr. Hiebert upon his feel-
ing indictment of liquor as one of ﬂ}e
greatest evils of the.age. "Had this
speech been delivered upon Mr. Hie-
bert’s earlier resolution in favor of
total prohibition it would have, how-
ever, been more to the point, * It had
{ certainly failed to advance any teal
reason. why the government should
take hold of teh liquor system in the
dispensary meéthod indicated. The
!gn\'emme-nt now had the liguor traffic
under  its  supervision, said  .the
speaker, and would gladly consider
any plan, no matter whence it came,
which could be shown to be effective
in lessening drunkenness. -

The =subject was a serious one,

which required very eareful investiga-
tion, and one which the people of the
province would do well. to consider
geriously. He ‘would suggest to ithe
member for Rosebud that it would be
well for him to sound the views of
his coustituency on thé matter.  As
it was, Mr. Hiebert was the first, and
as yet the only man in the province
to advoeate government. ownership of
the traffic and government liquor dis-
pensaries. ‘He would suggest that he
discuss the matter with people in
general. Possibly if more light were
thrown on the subject, the views pre-
sented might be adopted by the
ZOvernment.
" Dut last year thé government had
brought in a measure with the object
to limit the sale and consumption of
liquor and it was being strictly en-
forced. There was no province. In
Canada but Alberta which maintained
total prohibition of liquor outside or-
ganized. municipal districts. The At-
tornzy . General knew of no other pro-
vince which had, like Alberta, such
provision for. total prohibition in the
country . districts. :

As Mr. Hiebert had not in any way
sounded the  opinjons »f tae .pcoplo
of Alberta upon his scheme of dispen-
saries, he would offer in amendment
the resolution.published above to the
affect that before legislation along
these lines could be dntroduced the
matter must be investigated. !

Mr. Hiebert asked for a division of
the House upon the matter. The
division wa# proceeded with, . John
T. Moore, of -Red. Deer,. expressing
briefly before the division \\'ns'mk«-l‘l,
his. warm sympathy with Mr. Hicbert’s
temperance views. ~ The plan sug-
gested by him should, however, be
first discussed throughout. the  pro-
vince, in order to se¢ whefher or not
it were at variancs,With the ideas_ of
the temperance workers of Alberta
and the people in general.

A division of .the House was then
taken on the amendment, which was
carried by 18 votes to 2.

Compensation Act Passes,

In committee of tlie whole the Com-
pensa(ibu Act was carefully consider-
¢d clause by clause, as it liad alread:v
been weighed in committee, and varis
ous_amendments being reported, the
original bill and some important
amendments passed wieir second il'ead-
ing. There was considerable discus-
sion on ‘the “‘30 feet” clause,

Mr. Robertson, -of High River, con-
stituting himself a. labor critie, dis-
played in ‘such proportion what was
delicately put. by the Attorney'Geéneral
a§ fack of Information.”  He was
more than omeé referred: by the At
torney<General to a stndy ‘of portionsd
of theshill that had already met gnd
angwered his ‘objection to a_couple of
ofher clauses, and his informbtion was
genierally of -the kind ito which he re-
ferred-in-his statement: ‘T have been
informed by a gentleman well-posted
in Australian ‘affairs.”

Mr. Robertson’s suggestion that
trade delegates be allowed té6 come
within the bar of thé Housé and take
part in the discussion of the Act was
promptly shown by the Premier and
Deputy Speaker to be unparliament-
ary and without precedent in the con-
sideration of a government measure.
Mr. Robertson fook the ground that
an “injustice ‘was -being done te the
laboring classes in this zrespect, and
he made a great show of sympathy
with the Poor-fellows who were heing
disgériminated ~against, Heé was in-

‘operating the railway” and. in the

forined “by the Premier that the bill
had been before the House nearly &
month, and that nét only ‘had all the.

members had time for full study of
the ‘provisions, but, the labor umions
had been given full opportunity to
express their opiiiohs on the matter
to any of the members. in private,

The fact that speaking outside the
bar of the House had once been al-
lowed here was pointed out by’ Mr.
‘Robertson, wlo was informed that the
measure under question had been a
private bill concerning TEdmbonton
City ; ‘that it had come up in the earl-
ier days of the legiglature, and the
privilege accorded the various lawyers
to speak was afterwards pronounced
unparliamentary and had not oceurred
again, S8ince then eity solicitots who
had to be ‘consulted on municipal
matters before the House were given
seats - on_the floor of the House, but
were not permitted to take part in
the discussion. The Tatter was against
parliamentary rules, 5

The privilege of a seat on the floor
of the House was then accorded by
the House to any labor delegate whom
any member would care to have be-
side him to aid him, Mr, Robertson
had no one present on whom he cared
to ecall,, Mr. Simmons, rising prompt-
ly, said:

“Mr, Deputy Speaker, in view of
your ruling and the strong degire of
the member for High River to sec
some labor delegate on the floor of
the House, I would ask that Frank
‘Sherman, as representative of one of
the largest labor uniong in the coun-
try, be permitted to take a Seat bé-
side any member of this House, He
has not asked for this favor, but I
request that he be allowed .it. In
doing so I desire further to: object
to the attitude of the member for
High River in posing as a would-be
champion of some whom he hepes
will feel, injured.”

Mr. S8herman then took a seat on
the floor:of the House in the govern-
ment benches,

Coming te the direct consideration
of the bill, Hon. Mr. Cross moved
that the ‘words, “forty feet,”” be struck
out of section 2, and the words “thirty
feet,” be used instead. To queries
from the Opposition, Mr. Cross ex-
plained that this clause had been at
first an exact copy of that contained
in the British Columbia Compensa-
tion Act, which. had not been ques-
tioned by the workingmen of the coast
province. In agreement with objee-
tions raised here and in Calgary by
labor men, the word “forty”” had beéen

*hanged to “‘thirty,” which was sim-
ilar to the British Act of 1897,

Mr. Robertson objected that _the
number “thirty’’ should be cut out
altogether, -as in 1906 this provision
had been entirely left out in England
the reasons advanced for this action
being that it ‘caused serious litigation,

Mr, Cross pointed out that the pro-
vigion “forty feet,” 'still in force in
British 'Columbia, had existed since
1904 ; that during that time there were
many members in the British ‘Colum-
bia legislature as direct representa-
tives of the labor party, but in all
that_time there had,been. no sugges-
tion for a change. . Mr. Cross also
called atteMtion to the fact that the
latter portion of this section applied
to injuries received on houses of any
height where machinery was used for
construction or demolition.

The Attorney-General further point-
ed out that this clause in the British
Act referred to farm hands, servants
and others with Whom- this Act did
not deal, and it was for this reason
the height thirty feet had been cut
out, For his part he believed the
government was giving, very, very fa-
vorable legiSlation in thig respect,

Mr. Robertson persisted in saying
that the stipulation of a certain height
was unfair to a large craft of men
in ‘the province. He did not know
anything of -the province of British
Columbia, he said, but since the la-
bor men in Alberta liad objected to
the ““forty feet’” phrase, he thought
it should ‘be cut out. \

Mr. Robertson then read copies of
resolutions from various trade unions
in Edinonton and Calgary, which had
been forwarded to the premier and
member for High River, These ob-
jected to the height of the building
being mentioned. Mr. Cross repeated
his previous statement in explanation
of the government’s stand on the mat-
ter, and stated further that during
the operation of the British Columbia
Compensation Act there had not been
one case of litigation in which the
point of a building’s height had come
up, and labor representatives there
were satisfied with ‘the ‘bill which
even stipulated forty instead of thirty
feet,

Mr, Telford desired that it should
be stated specificaily in the Act wheth-
er the “thirty feet” referred to ‘the
height of wall or ‘6f the building from
the roof down.- Mr. Cross replied that
it ‘wag usually interpreted in British
courts to mean the height from the
highest point of the building to its
base. The House agreed to leave the
clause as amended “thirty feet.”

Minor Alterations.

The scction defining ‘“‘undertaker”
was on motion of Mr. Cross further de-
fined te_mean in the case of a railway
‘‘the peérgon or company owning or

case of a mine, “‘the. owner or oper-
ator” thereof. In the definition of
workman, the Tréference to persons |
Whose employment .is of-a casual na- |
ture was struck out as. unnecessary i/
Alberta. It occurred in the English
act and had been copied. To the de-
finition of “‘member of a family,” ““ad-
opted child” was added on the mo-
tion of Mr. Robertson and ‘“foster-
parent’” on. Mr. Mackenzie’s meotion.

A discussion was brought on by Mr.
Robertson concerning the word “‘de-
péndants’ as referring to the membere
of a workman’s. family, He wished
to have the word struck out #nd the
words relatives and gua:iians msert
ed instead.

This suggestion; Mrv., Crosz stated,
was absurd, ds the word ““dependants”
was clearly defined in the section and
frequently employed in later “ascticns
of the bill to indicate’ these persons.
My, Simthons here asked Mr. Robert-
son for a degal definition of the word
relations which he wanted inserted.

Mr. Robertson referred him to the ;

attorney gceneral as better qualifi>d t>
respond- Attornmey General Cross rose
to reply with some amusement . —

“SBince the member for High River

refers you to me for t-e meauing or
a . clause which he himself asks o
have inserted in the bill,I submit that
the labor party, which he claims ‘to°
represent toddy, should find another
leader. . .”” Mr. Cross then proceeded
to a further explanation ¢f the various
terms. ;
. Mr. Robertson, rising, disclaimed
that he was necessarily the répresen-
tative of labor, but stood for the rights
of the people generally and to support
his motion would say that the C:.lgary
Trades and Labor Council hal eXprag-
sed a desire to have this s=ction a't-
ered.

Mr. Cross, again amused at the posi-
tion into which Mr. Robertson's hasty
survey had led him, requissal the
member for High River to rea2ad the
clause submitted by the Calgary courn.
cil. He would see he was not realty
advancing what they asked.

A Lively Episode.

Mr. Robertson—They referred me to
section 9.

Hon. Mr. Cross—Yes, but not to
what you ask.

Mr. Robertson—They r=fcrred to the
definition of dependants.

Mr. Moore asked Mr. Robertson to
read for the House what the. Calgary
council. did want.” Mr. Robertson not
doing this promptly,.the deputy speak-
er, anxious to get on with the lengthy
bill, asked the -House to keep to the
matter in point—to realize that he was
not 4 mind-reader; that he could not
possibly interprét - what ‘members
might be thinking. He dealt with
what was said.

Mr, Boyle put the clause to the
House, and Mr. Moore rising to speak
then was ruled oul of order—a ruling
to which he strenuously objected, but
to which the deputy speaker as firmly
held. 5

Order was again called and the
House, after considerable aniusement,
got down to serious consideration of
the act’s provisions

In the section which defined the em-
ployer as not liable in respéct of any
injury which does not disable the
workman for two wecks, Mr. Robert-
son asked that this be made one week.
Mr. Cross explained that .this ‘was
made two weeks to prevent the sham-
ming of sickness among the workmen
and stated farther that it had proved
guite satisfactory in the British Co-
luambia aet. In the sub-section (¢) of
the same clause the words, ‘‘or per-
manent disablement’” were added cn
the motion of Mr. Cross. They are
an exact copy of the British act.

When paragraph 5, concerning con-
tracfing-out came Dbefere the House
Mr. Robertson moved that the entire
paragraph be cut out. He was of the
opinion that this was included in the
British act, becauge Mr. Chamberlain
had to recognize the number of friend-
ly and benefit societies that had
sprung up in England and in which
the workmen were interested. Condi-
tions in Alberta were not parallel, he
believed. Moreover, in his opinion
this insurance provision was against
the fundamental principle of compen-
sation.  The product iteelf  should
stand good for the expenses of acci-
dents; there was always a danger, too,
of insurance companies allowing em-
ployees to graft.

Hon. Mr., Cushing said it occurred
to him. during the foregoing that the
member for High River had had little
experience in. employing men or he
would understand that there are very
few of them here who are not con-
nected in some way with friendly or
benefit societies. The matter more-
over, as enacted was left entirely in
the hands of the men, and if any man
in the employment objected to the
provision he could stay out of it. The
same reason that caused this para-
graph’s insertion in the British act ex-
isted here.

Hon. Mr. Cross also wished to point
out that this section was exaz'I1v tie
same as the British act, only tat the
attorney general had ‘been subztitar-
ed for the registrar, whose office" did
not yet eéxist in Canada. In Manitoba
the Compensation act now before that
legislature provides that the attornoy
general shall have this duty ‘as here.

In sub-section (5) of this section .in
respect of contracting-out,” Mr. Rob-
ertson asked.that the attorney gen-
eral’s report should each year con-
tain full particulars of all schémes of
contracting-out reported to the attos-
ney general. He was informed there
was no such thing publisacd as this
report - and the matter consequently
could not be incorpurated.

In sub-section (3) of the section per-
taining to insolvency of employer the
specified sections of the different a:s
mentioned were cut out and the words
“or ordinance” inserted cn the sixth
and tenth lines after «ct.

Asked to Study Bill.

Mr. Robertson was again troubl:1
over section 9, relating to ‘“provisions
as to existing contracts,” upon which
Mr. Cross had informed him the ilay
the bill came up firet for disiussi»,
He stated that the workman was not
sufficiently guarded against relinquish-
ing to his employer some rights to
compensation.

Mr. Crose suggested again that the
member for Hign River should study
the act beiore offering amendments
and again referred him to page 4 of
the bill, section 5, where the last two
lines quite guarded against any such
contingency.

Mr. Cross then read the lines ~“bud,

ney General Cross to proteet the farm-
er. Mr. Télford asked to have added
to the clause as published today the
words
House agreed to this.

Mr. Puffer, following Mr. Telford’s

pointed comments with others of a
®imilar gfature, stated that the bill
had at first seemed to him to be im-
practicable because agriculture was
and will continue to be the predomin-
ating industry of the province. This
legislature had already passed several
measures greatly to the interest of the
working man, and he felt ii this com-
pensation act were to include ~‘the
farming community a great mistake
would ‘be made.
Farmers here were not capitalists.
He had been glad, however, on dis
cussion of the bill fo find that it did
not refer-to farmers, as it would only
have hampered farming operations in
a new country. Incidentally he called
attention to the fact that out of 300,-
000,000 acres of good land suitable for
cultivation in the three prairie pro-
vinces 10,000,000 acres only were under
cultivation.

He called attention to wsub-scciion
(b) in reference ‘to coal mines operatad
by farmers. He would ask that it be

act does not apply in any way to fann-
ers.

Mr. Cross explained that the act
already provided for mines on farms,
for the farm purposes, although not
specifying all mines worked by threc
or four men. The question was satis
factorily ‘decided.

On motion of the premier the House
adjourned until 3 o’clack this after-
noon,

FATAL FIRE IN STORE.

Three Persons Burned to Death and
Four Injured,

St. Paul, Minn., Feéb,

ously injured early this morning in
a. fire, .which destroyed the general
store of Z. M. Owen at Hine’s Spur,
three miles from Bemidji.

Johnson, aged 22; Rodney Owens,
Owens. Injured are:
Z. M. Owens, 3 year old daughter of Z.
M. Owens, The fire, which originated

the kitchen, was not discovered till it
a store.

ing from the windows.

‘Willis . Jehnson, brother of
Oweng, was caught in the flames while
trying to save a baby, and his body
was burned to a crisp.. Frank Owens
saved his wife by throwing her from
the window and leaping himself at
the same time, Lester Johnson,
brother of Willis, also clerk in  the
store, had his hands and head badly
burned, but will recover. Z. M. Ow-
ens, proprietor of the store, was bad-
ly “injured by the flames while try-
ing to sd@ve his child, and by jump-
ing. 'The store was entirely destroy-
ed, the loss being $20,000 on the
stock and $1,500 on the building.

Ontario Temperance Defegation.

Toronto, Feb. £6.—A.- monster de-
putation from the Ontario branch of
the Dominion Alliance today asked
Premier Whitney for the repeal of the
three-fifths clause and the banishment
of bars from the provinece. Mr. Whit-
ney expressed sympathy with the
temperance cauge, but made no de-
finite statement as to a repeal of the
clause. = He said an annhouncement of
his policy would be made later,

BABY'S OWN TABLETS
SAVE A LITTLE LIFE

Mrs. T. Osborn, Nerton Mills, Vt.,
writes: “I do mnot think enough can be
said in praise of Baby's Own Tablets.
I am satisfied that gur baby would not
have been alive today if it had not been
for the Tablets, as he was so weak and
sick that he took no notice of anything.
In this condition I gave him the Tablets
and they have made himra bright-cyed
laughing baby, the pride of our home.

now as. well ‘as any baby can be. He
sits and plays nearly all the time and
lets me do my work without worry. |
would say to all mothers who have sick
babies give them Balby’s Own Tablets as
I did mine, and you will have healthy,
happy - babies.” The, Tablets will cure
all the minor ailmeuts of little ones and
are absolutely safe. Sold by all medicine
dealers ar by mail at 25 cents a hox
from The Dr. Williams® Medicine Co.,
Brockville, Ont.

“or'‘pressing of hay.” Thc’

emphasized that in this connection the |
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He is one year old, has nine teeth, and ix {

THE CITY LOSES
ANOTHER CASE

John' Hagmann, Who Broke ‘Ankle
On Loose Plank, Awarded
$1,300
(From Wednesday’s Bulletin.)

John Hagmann, proprietor 0!~ the
Hagmann estate, north of -the city,
and a landed proprietor, was awarded
$1.300 damages and the costs of the
court .in his action against the city
of Edmonton to recover $10,000. dam-
ages for injuries received by slipping
on a loose pla ast spring in front
of the new Imperial bank and break
ing his ankle. This makes five aec-
tions against the city during the past
vear in only one of which a favorable

dgment has been secured. O. .M.
Biggar ‘appeared for the plaintiff and
City Salicitor J. C. F. Bown conduct-
ed the defence.

Aged Lake Captain Dead.

Sault Ste, Marie, Feb. 20.—Captain
Gilford. Thrompe, one of the olde
captaing in the lake service, is de:
at the Michigan Soo. He was born in
Lower Canada in 1833. He sailed tue
lakes till forced to retire nine years
ago by paralvsis. '

Preacher’s Opinions

Rev. P. K. McRar, Forks Baddeek,
C. B.: *‘T always count it a pleasure to
recommend the Dr. Slocum Remedies
to my parishioners. I believe there

26.—Three| is nothing better for throat and lung
persons were cremated and four seri- | troubles or weakness or run-down sys-

tem. For speaker’s sore throat I have
found Psychine very -beneficial.?’

Rev. W. H. Stevens, Paisley, Ont.:

The dead *‘Psychine seemed just the stimulant my
are: Lena A. Doyle, aged 26, a domes- 8ystem needed. { shall add my testimony
tic employed by the owner; Willis, @8 to its efficacy'at every opportunity.’’

Rev. R. M. Browne, Amherst Head,

the eight months old baby of Z. M. | N.S.. ‘I have often recommended
Mr. and Mrs, | Psychine since taking it myself, for it

is a cure for the troubles you specify.’’
Rev. Chas. Stirling, Bath, N.B.; “‘I

M. Owens. The fire, which originated in | bave used Psychine in my family; the

results were marvelous. I have visited

cut off the escape of the inmates by ' people who state that they never used
the stairway. The family lived over, its equal. I strongly recommend it.

There were eleven ]mrn‘(ms]
in -apartments, and all those who es- |
caped did o by being thrown or jump- |

Rev. J. S. I. Wilson, Markdale, Ont.:
‘I have taken two bottles of Psychine
and am pleased to say that I am greatly
improved in health. 1 was troubled

Mrs. | with my throat, but now I find it-about

restored to its mormal. condition. I
find my work very much less taxing.
[ believe Psychine is all claimed for it.”’

Thoso.arn earnest prr‘:whn}'s of the
gospel of Psychine. They know where-
of they speak. Psychine cures all
throat, lung and stomach troubles. It
is :a: great voice strengthener, acting
direetly on the vocal, respiratory and
digestive organs, thus specially adapted
to public speakers. At all druggists,
50c and $1.00, or Dr. T. A. Slocum, Ltd.
Toronto.

HIGELY IMPORTANT

AUCTION SALE

Messrs. Walker & Daniel, instructed
by Mr. Louis Derval, will sell by
Public Auction at S.E.] 26-54-23,
W.4th, :

LAMOUREUX, ALTA.
WEDNESDAY, MARCH 4th, ‘08

at 1'p.m. prompt. Free lunch at noon.
A first class lot of Horses, Qattle,

| Hogs, Sheep, etc, compri+ing amongst

others—

8 HICH-OLASS. NORSES
50 RICH-CLASS CATTLE

25 FIRST-CLASS HOCS
AND SHEEP

All the above are well-worth the. at-
tention of buyers, some of the horses
being the produce of the famous stal-
lion “Liuo.”

WALKER & DANIEL, AUCTIONEERS
FORT SASKATCHEWAN

LINSEED MEAL

STOCK & POULTRY FOOD
FARMERS’ SUPPLIES AT
LOWEST PRICES

BEST PRICE FOR BUTTER AND EGGS

Near
Jasper

HENRY WILSON-

44 Queens
Avenue

save as aforesaid, this act shall &p-
ply notwithstanding any cofitract t.
the contrary apade ~ after -the com-
mencement of this act.”

Mr.. Robertson was satisfied.

Scale of Compensation.

Tn consideration of the sehiedule of
compensation Hon.' Mr. Ors38 1ntro-
duced an amendmeéent to the provisi m
that the sum paid on a workman’s
death should not exceced $1,500. He
asked that the $1.800 be substituted.
The House agreed to this and to the
increased limit of the medieal and
burial expenses for which an employer
might be liable in case of death of
workman who left no dependants.

Still another amendment in favor
oi the workingman wae the increase
of the weekly payment for injured
men under_twenty-one years of age.
This was raised Iron: $5 to' $7.50.

Evening Session.

STRAIGHT LOANS

SINKING FUND LOANS

LOANS AT 8

ON IMPROVED FARM PROPERTY

CREDIT

APPLY TO-v¢ & -

FONCIER, F.C.

EDMONTON

J. H. GOWAN, LLOCAL MANAGER

SCHOOI. DEBENTURES
PURCHASED

In the ‘evening, discussion mainly
centred upon’ the additional clause
moved during. the afternoon by AWtor-|

ry a Want Ad. in the Bulletin
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