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Present: Messrs J. R. Kerruish (Actina-
Speaker), W. Christian, W, H, Kitto, W.
T, Cowell, . Callister, F. S. Dalgleish, W.
C. Southward, J. W. Walton, E. J,
Curphey, R, 8. Corlett, A. Christian, A. H.
Teare, 8. Walker Anderson, J. Qualtrough,
A. Qualtrough, T. F. Quine, J. Garside, M.
Carine, and J. Cunningham.

CABLE BREAK-DOWN,

Mr M. Qarine: I bheg to move:—

That, in view of the great inconvenience
and aerious loss conseguent upon the ahsence
of communicalion with the mainland caused
by the hreakdown of the submarine cable, his
Excellency tho Ideut.-Governor be urgently re-
quceted to malte strong representations to the
Imperial authorities 2s to the extreme de-
sirobility of immediate steps being taken to
rentedy the isolated condition of the Island
by establishing an ample syetem of wirelese
telegraphy betweon the Island and the main.
land pending the restoration of the submarine
cable.

Continuing , the hon. member said:
I am surc therc is no nccessity for me to
apologise for bringing up this question. By
many husincss ten and others, this incon-
venience has been felt to be very neute, and
maore especially in a number of cases where
sickness and—in  some cases—deatlh has
ocenrled ; there Is no chance of getting into
communication with relatives. T am sure
the House will agree with me that this is
an important matter which should be takeu
in hand at onee. .

Mr Teare: 1 very cordially sccond the
resolution which haus heen propesed hy the
hon. member for North Douplas, on the
gronids of hnsiness urgency. 1 wonld like
to point out that what we respectfully ask
for this morning is already in operation so
far as other couutries are concerned. The
Postmaster-General stated only last week
that, on rccount of interruptions in the
mable eommunication between this conntry
and Holland, an auxiliary wireless service
had been established by the English and
Dutch Governments, pending the comple-
tion of cuble repairs. Telegrams for trans-
mission by wireless service are sent at the

same rate as messages sent by cable. T amn
sure the House wishes to urge upon the
authorities the extreme desirability of hav-
ing wlis matter ndjusted at the earliest
possible moment,

The Acting-Speaker: Does any other hon,
wember wish to speak ?

Mr Curphey: We all agree the thing is
desirable.

Motion carricil.

Mr Carine: There is just one point—
whether this malter had not better he put
in the hands of a small committce to waib
upen Lils Bxvclleney.  If thut is the view of
the Mouse, T move that a deputaiion of
three menibers be appoiuted to wait wpuar
his Kxcellency.

Mr fonthwerd secouded the motion, and
it was apgroed to.

Messrs Carine, Teare, and Dalgleish were
appointed the deputation, and later it was
repuried that his Fxeelleuey wonld receive
them nat one o'clock.

STEAM PACKET COMMUNICATION.

Mr Gurside: T wish for the indulgenee of
the Flouse for a motion which, 1 think,
they will support under the circumstances:

That the House regrets the absence of the
Spesker thromgh illness, and sincerely trusta
be will have s speedy recovery to full health;
also, that this House wishes to convey to him
ita eincerc appreciation of the patriotic stand
he took in the recent agitation in regard to
steamboat communication with the Island.

In continuation. the hon. member said:
I am sure everyone in this House regrets
the absence of the Speaker from amongst
us this morring, and T feel sure also that we
all feel his indispesition is owing to the
stress and strain and  anxsiety through
which he has gone during the last few
weeks., (Hear, hear). T think we should
recognise that it was o manful stand which
he took in the face of much opposition, and
it must have pulled him down considerably.
T think we shall be expressing our own feel-
ings, and the fcelings of the peaple of this

Tsland, by conveying a resolution of this
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description to him at the time of his illness.
(Hear, hecar}. 1 bep to move that this
resolution he forwarded to the Speaker.

Mr Southward: I have the greatest pos-
sible pleasure in seconding the motion pro-
posed by the hon. member for North Pou-
2las, and I fully endorse everything which
has fallen from his lips,

Mr Teare: I should like, in a word. to
endorse ali that has been said by the hon.
members for North Douglas and Ayre. Tt
was n great tribuie to the sagacity, the
ability, and to the homour of the Speaker
of this House, the manner in which he
conducted the business ou that momentous
oceasion, and what is more, he came out of
the conflict with chayvacter unstained and
honour maintained to the full,

Mr Corlett: I would like to support this
in a few words, and to express my appre-
ciation of the admirahle way in which the
Bpoker supported carrying on the Isle of
Man Steam Packet Company. A pood
mauy people who opposed him must have
forgotten that the Isle of Man had given
probably three-quarters of a miivun’out of
Manx moneys to provide magrificent piers
and harhonrs for these vesscls to use. 1
think those members of the Steam Packet
Company who wanted to wind it up were
acting to say the least, in a very shabby
manner. (Hear, hiear). The Isle of Man
lLelped the Steam Packet Company by the
splendid piers they made in the 1sle of Man.
Tn my time alone, 1 am sure three gquarters
of a million of money has been spent, and
the pevple npposing the carrying on of this
line were, at lenst, unpatriotic.

M Challister : I think we shonld algo com-

pliment Vhe hon. member for Ramsey for-

standing the shock so well.  After the ener-

getic stand he took, he does not seem any

way worse. {(Laughter and applause.)
The motion was carried unanimously.

APPOINTMENT OF NEW GOVERNOR.

Mr Teare moved the following resolution:

Thei this Ilouse regrets the delay in the
aprointment, of a nmew Governor, and respect-
fully urges on the Imperial Government for
an early appointment, in view df the problems
contronting the Ialand.

The hon. member said : 1t was never more
essential thau it is at present that therc
should be a very capable head of the Execu-
tive conducting affairs in this Island. At

resent there seems to be something like an
interregnum going on. The financial esti-
mates will shortly have to be presemted to

Tynwald, and many other matters are
awaiting attendion, and in view: of the pro-
biems of re-construction, it is most desir-
able we should have the Governor taking
hold of the reins and preparing for the
wsues that await the Island.  Therefore,
T think we should send the strongest pos-
suble representation to the Imperial autho-
rities asking for the appointment of a new
Governor of this Istand,

Mr J. Qualtrough: 1 beg leave to second
that. The position we are in at present is
very unsatisfactory. We hardly know
whether the Governor is acting or whether
he is not. The financial year is nearly at
an cnd, and the Budget wiil have to he
submitted to the proper aunthorities and
passed, and it 1s, therefors, important that
the finnneial busisess should be attended to.
1 zunsider, at any rate, it is tnportant, in
the interesis of the Tstand that the appoint-
ment should be made forlhwith. T think
we are quite within cur sphere, and within
our rights, in asking that this appointment
showuld be made without further delay

Mr Southward: 1 support the motion
moved by the hon, member for Ramsey. 1
should like to point ont that, besides the
ditficulties with regard to finance, there are
other matters which have come hefore uz,
which are held up owing to the delay, and
the lack of a Head of the Government, 1
refer more particularly to the Reform pro-
gromme. L suppose that, until we have a
new Governor, that mabtter will not be
taken in hiand. We are attempting to make
progress with regard to the Adult Suffrage
Bill, and in many other ways, and it is
nocessary -hat the Reform movement shonld
be carvied out as far ag possible in accord-
snee with modern requirements.

Mr A, Qualtrough: 1 am in 2 sort of o
quandary about this question. If you
remember, his Excellency was absent from
the Island for about 18 mouths, 1 wonder
whether that will be considered when he is
getting his pension. Will that be taken off
him?  Will that 18 months be dedocted off
the time he served here, when his pension
is made up?

The Acting-Speaker: That is a guestion
for the Tmperial amthorities.

Mr A, Qualtrough: But T think we ought
to have a say In the matter.

The Acting-BSpeaker: It does not arise oui
of this present motion.

Mr Corlett: T do not rise to oppose this
motion, hut we ought to remember, I think,
at the present moment, the English Govern-s'
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ment have great business on hand—the
Peace Conference and husiness of first-class
importance. They wre fully occupied, and
more than accupied. Then they have these
threatened strikes of railwaymen and coal
miners to deal with. The Government
have hardly ever in our time had so many
prave mabters clamming their attention, and
1 am not sure that we are wise to hurry this
up for a week or two. Let this Peace Con-
ference come to some result, and this other
thing which is to be derided on 20th March,
and then afterwards it may be advisable,
perhaps to bring this motion forwnrd. DBut
it i85 extraordinary, the diffculties the Rng-
lith Government have at present without
attending to our neceds. We are a mere
rnothing compared with what the English
Government has to do. I do not suppose
there has ever been such g press of business
as there is at the present moment.

Mr A. Quaktrough: Why don’t they give
ns Flome Rule then?

The motion was put and carried.

WORKMEN® COMPENSATION.

Mr J. Quaitrough ; T inove the third read-
ing of the Workmen's Compensation Bil.l

Mr Southward : Before the lion. member
gpeaks on the third reading, I would move
that the Standing Orders be suspended in
order to consider a clause—paragraph
{¢) of sub-section 2 of clause 3.
There seems to be a misnunderstand-
ing as to the passing of this snbsec-
tom.  Several mombers are under the im-
pression that it was held over for further
consideration, and in order to give an
opportunity to look into the matter. I move
that the Standing Orders of the House he
suspoended.

Mr A. Qualtrough: 1 beg to sccond the
third rending of the Bill.

Mr Walton: ¥ second the suspension of
the Btanding Orders.

Mr J. Quadtrough: I think in the inter-
ests of what the hon. member has In view,
he had hetter announce to the Honse what
he intends, becanse the proposal of suspend-
ing the Standing Orders without knowing
what we intend doing may cause members
to hesitabe. We want to know what the
hom. member intends to read into the sce-
tion, so that the Flause may know nbout
the necessity or otherwise of taking a course
which i taken very infrequently by this
House.

Mr Southward: T think that what is in
the minds of some members of the House is

very ovident. The guestion that was under
consideration, in the committee stage, was
that the whole position of this section
seems to be illogizal.  The sub-sectiom
pravides that if a workman is injured
1hwough his own wiliul miscondnet, unless
that injury results in deatl or serious und
permanent disablement, he gets no com-
pensatios. If he 15 injured for per-l_la.ps a
woek or two, he geis no compensation ab
all.  That 1s really the position.  Why
should it operate in uvme case and mot in
the other case?

Mr Garside: Having had charge of the
clause when the sceond reading was under
cousideration. 1 nay say at once that per-
sonally 1 have no objection to the matter
being re comsidered, becauwse in a Bill of
suck importance I think everybody should
have a fair chance of stating a case; but I
do think., wiith the hon. member for
Rushen. that it is very unconstitutional
to 1k he: Bill up again and to go badk
on what v have alroady discussed and
passed. We have dune it deliberately, it
was not done hurriedly. I will suppoert
them, *hough I do not think it is the
right thing, fur the salke of giving fair
play. 1 wowd point cut that this Bil
hns been in the hands of every member
since last Qetoher. Twvery wember of this
Hause has lad an ample oppertunity to
know everybhing there is in the Bill,
and when the dJdiscussion took place on
the clauses, everylhing could have heen
brought forward. At the same time, I
might say that thizs clause has beer in
operation in FEngland, where thero is an
industrial  development  immeasurably
oreater than there is or ever can be in
the Isle of Man. These cases have beon
coming before the County Courts since
1906, and, had therc been any injustice
either'in daw or equity arising out of thie
clause, it  would vertainly have heesn
brought out.

Mr Quine: I rise to support the suspen-
siom of the Stanging Ordicrs. It s a
perfectly proper prooeceding. Tt would
have heen quite out of order if we had
proceeded to discuss this, and alter the
clause on tho third reading, I am, my-
self, under the impression tixat it was
passcd, and fully passed, at the last sit-
ting, but sewing that other members are
under a different impression, I think we
should, suspend the standing orders. Mr

Workmen’s

Compensation.



HOUHE OF KEYS,

MARCH 11, 1919. 253

Garside appears to argue that we should
follow Englaud whboether righi or wrong.
I do not think for a moment that we
sitould. Secondly, he says that the judgs
has diseredion. Now, can the judge's dis-
cretion alter the aw? The judge will s:zy,
T am herc to adnminister the law,”’ They
will have uo discretion at all.  ‘Whether
they agres with it or net, they will ad-
mimster the Act. If {hey {find this muan
ig ‘ujured for & short time, and there is
evideuge that there wag wiiful mizeonduct
and neglect, the judge will say, “much as
I pity the wite and family, although 1
hawe fuell sympathy for them, T can give
no damages.”” He has his judgment of the
weight of evidenece, but if the weight of
Joridrnee shawe wilful misconduct. he has
no discretion, but must abide by the law.

Mr Corlett: I heg to support the sue-
pensian of the Standing Crdms. I quite
ngree with almost civery clamise of this
Worlumen's Compens tion Ackh, and have
practised it all my Tifo, but one dause T
thing is grosely unfair. Mz Southward
and Mr Walton have both srid that they
thought this clamse was held over. 1 do
not know whether it was held over or not,
but I would influence members to re
congider it. Tf the third rending comes
on now, w thout this clause being re-con-
sidered, I shall have to oppose the third
reading and say why 1 do it: whereas if
this clanse is altered, T shall be glad to
support the third reading,

Mr Cnrphey: My colleague wishes, if I
understand him rightly, that all cases of
injury brought about by the man’s own
miscondust should be paid for, whether
they aro for a long period or 2 short.

Mr Wallon: No.

The Acting-Spealzer: The motion befors
the House is. whether the Standing Onders
be suspended.

Mr A, Qualbrourh: So far as I oan
undarstand this mogion for the snspension
of the Etanding Orders, 1 think it is try-
ing to wroek the Bill they are, Nathing
is said of what they are going to put in
place of this clause, i€ a man pets dis-
abicd. Tt all sounds very tainted, and T
ehall volc nuainst the suspension of the
Standinz Orders. TP their ideas are hon-
est and enuitable, why den’t they draft
their amendment, and say what they are
going to do with this clanse?  If they
were honest over it; but they are not.

Mr Teare: The question is whether or
not this clavee & to be recomsidered, and

whether merahers have mads our a case
for goimye back upon the derlared decision
of the Honse. Therc is no doubt in my
mind that the clause weg passed. nxd this
is confirmed by the recollection of the
majority of 1he Forse, because the hon.
niember for Glanfaba made a strong and
determined attack on the clavse, and, if
T remember rightly, o division was taken,
On the other hand, if there is a strong
feeling that the +lnuse shomld he recon-
sidored. one naturaliv desires to give con-
gideration to that cesire. At the sam=
time, T fecl. as the hou. member for
Rushen has snid, that it wonld he better
to have a stand-up fizht on the whole Bill,
hecanse. if this clause goes down, a very
sorions sitnation wiil have arisen, and 1%
would bo bettor §n debate the question on
the Bill, centreising round this erucial
clomse.  (“'Nel't)

Mr Andezson- T vhould like to ask if o
divicion wa« fakon on this dlamee? (“No.'"}
If it was. T think it is quite out of order
10 reconsidor 1t

Mr Garside: T have my own notes here,
mede at the time whem the hen member
for Glanfaban was attacking the clause,
and T have here Ixfore me what T was
gong to say in reply. I gave my reply,
and my impression is bt the clause was
niassed.

Mr Callister: I don’t wich to prolong
this argurers, hecanse T wake it that the
cuestion is whother the matter ghould be
rennnsidered. T shonld like to say.
contradiction of the remarks of the hon.
member fer Rusnen, Mr A Quzltrouch.
that T nam perfectly hom~st in my opposi-
tion to the elanse. T don't think it is
riwht for any hen, membor to make ncou-
srtinns of this sort. T <o hope that hon.
memhers will give ench nther credit for
heinz honest, and being prepared to do
what 1s right. T should ke to sce this
matter dealt with fairly and squarely, and
to gee how we ean get over the daffieulty.
Tf members will give us a fair chance, and
have the clause recomsidered, or examined
hy 2 comuittee during the eoming week,
a compromise may he renched, «o that the
clmzse will read sensibly and reansonshiy,
in this fashion: if a workman 1s in-
ned——

Mr Garside: On a point of order, we arc
petting away from the woint completely.
Tf the hea qwember has any amendment
to make. well, after the Standing Ordess
are suspended, then it will devolve upon

—pr——y
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him to move it, and it can bo debated..
Evervthing that he wavs pow is goisg to
Lo =aid over again.

Mr Cewell: Tam in favour of the Stand-
ing Orders being  svspended. T dem’t
noree with the hon. membor for Ramesey,
when he savs that 1t fs better to debaie
the swhole Bill on this clanse. T am efiaid
that, unless the Standing Orders are sus-
pended, and this cloase is reconsidered,
the probahility is that the Bill will he
thrown ont, and T am certain that we
should he snrry to sec i3 wrecked. While
thore seems to he a difforonce of opinion
as to the attitude which the Honse took
np on the Inst occasion, it seemed to me
that the hon. member for Glanfrba was a
bit. Trish when he said that if : man was
kiled you gave him nothing. But we can
re-open the dehate after the mution for
thro suspension of the Standing Orders has
hear tinished with,

The necessary 16 members rose up in
support of the motion for the suspension
of the Standing Ovders, and it was car-
ried.

Mr Garside: Under the smsponsion of
the Standing Orders which has just been
pasged, T beg to move onee more the fol-
lowing paragraph of cdause 3, sub-section

If it is proved that thd injury to a workman
ia attributable to the seriove and wilful mis.
cordurt of that workman, any compensation
claimed in respeet of that injury shall, unless
the ininry results in death or scrious and
rermanent disablement, be disallowed,

Continuing, the hon, member said: I
donw’t kwow that T nced say very much
on the clause. Tt explains iteclf wery
fully, and, as T =aid a few minntes ago,
every member has had an opportunity of
pernsing this Bill sinee last October. What
objection tnembers hawe to 1it, beyvond
what was soid en the eecond reading, T
don’t know. The elause was passed; no
amerdment wns fortheoming, 1 should
think that if members have any tangible
objection, they will either vote direct
against it, and show a c¢lean division, or
else bring some amendment which will, as
was gaid this moming, place » more sen-
gible reading on the section. Well, if a
mare sensible reading was required, I
thimk we have had n chance to put it in,
Not having had & more scensible reading
given to us, T hove practically nothing to
reply to nt present. I shall kave to wait

for any arguments that come. But I
wonld impress upen the House the seri-
oungness of the position we are in. We
liave heen withouy Workmen's Compensa-
tion. in comparisoa with England, for a
consideralle nnmber of years. Com-
rfaints have been made on many oveasions
Dby those concerned. that they were placed
in an nnfair position. As I said when
the se~ond reading was nnder discussion,
it scemed to mwe very possihle that in the
Idle of Man the ne:d wog not so pressing,
but undet mordern conditions it bms he-
come miore ard more pressing as we are
coming Tore into line with the English
company law, and during the last few
vears the demand for the Bill has become
more insistent. Tt al! hinges pretty well
upon this elanse. and T would warn mem-
bors agninsé wrecking this Bill. It has
been denied that tlhere is any intention
of wrecking the Bill, amd yet this morn-
ing it has been stated that if this dause
iz mnot strnek out, there is great danger
that the third reading will bo defeated.
I should not like to think it was se, T
think it would be a very &erious mattoer.
The consequences, not alone in the town,
but in the enuutry, wenld be more seri-
ous thian the Hoeuose is disposed o think.
As I mentioned a few moments apo, this
Rill has been in existence in England for
nearly 20 years, and this very clause has
bhecn in existenes for 13 years, Had there
heen any imjvetice, 1 am cortain that an
agitation would have been raised, strong
enough to have caused the law to he
amended, and a ‘‘more sensible reading
found hefare now. This has not becn
done, and, conscquently, it seems to me,
it must have worked out equitably. The
hon. member for Glanfaba said that if a
man purposely hurt his finger, put his
finger into n machine, and mot himself
badiy manled, he would get nothing; but
if the accident resulted in his death, he
would get stanobhing: and, the hon, mem-
her satd. it ¢hould be the same in one
case as it the other. DBui T faled to find
cut from his remarks what he wants to
he done i the one case and in the other.
{Hear, hear) Does he want the man wo
hove compengation in both cases, or in
neither? Tt i3 not for me to de_ide
for h'm  But I would ask, in the inter-
osts of all classes 1o the Island, that the
Hause should pass this clause as it is.
I feel sure thint t worldng the cause will
result in no injustice. It has been said

Workmen's Compensation.
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that the judges will not have Jisoretion,
that they will have to carrv out the law
rizidlv. T don't know how rigidly it has
been earrvied ouc; I only know that in
wmy own reading of the administration of
the Act in Emgland, vory great discre-
tinnary powsr does lic with the judges,
and that as a rale they o net fear to
e that diseretion, aud to decide whather
compensaiicu shall be paid or not. This
ie @ clause upon which they have to act
very often, for charges of misconduct are
made nnm a time, and hesides dcmdmg
whether compensation shall be given ol
not, they have to decide whether it ghall
be the full amownt or a lesser amonnt, I
resommiend the House to pass the clause.

A Qualtrongh: 1 second that, 1
expeet that wa shall sce the amendment
browght ferwerd just now, and then we
shall see rypoartsy in all its nakedncss
O and laughter) IF you will ve-
member, «ir, 1 reading Seripture, we ave
1ald about Judas Jseariot kissing Christ
in worder to Dbetray him. Wo shall sce
just that going on In a few minutes
(Laughter.

Mr Feare I suppoct the motion of the
hon. member for North Douglas.  After
the very alle manner in which my hon.
fniend has hamdled this clause, it seems
nnfertunate ihnt we have to go back
upon the snbject.  What does this clause
really menn® The presumption in law,
s0 far as my reading of the Xnghsh Act,
and the explanations given of that Avt go,
ie this: A man doos not indolge in wilful
miscondici to snch an oxtent ns to in-
volve his death. A mna doesn’t do ib; he
is not such a fool.  The law does not sup-
pose that he would do such a thing; it
would smnen: oo suicide. But if, as the
price of Wi lally—-his getting drunk, for
example—-his death fcllows. then the law
says that those who are dependent uapon
hiin shail be compensated.

Mr Quine: By whom?

Mr Teare: By his employers. (“AhP?)
DBut suppeose a man, by Lis diath, sns
taing a slight injriry which renders him
temporariiy dizabled, then he must pay;
the prico of his follv is that he dozs nor
enioy ths bemefits of conpensation.

Mr Quine: Nor his wife and family.

Mr Teare: They huave to suffer aloag
with him. But the law does not go so
far as to say that the price of his folly

must be perpetual, as in the ease of bis
desth [t presames that 4 man is nnt
such o fool as to pet so Incapoble ne 10
zourt his cwn destruction. I belisve that
is the essenes of the law. As the hen.
member v North Deuglas has said, the
Iaw has been administered with remark-
able awd creditible discretion by judees
in Fnglami and Seatland, and there has
heen no sorieus ouniery agninst it. Had
it worked larshly to the emplover, we
may he perfecily sure that lonz ago there
wonld have bheen an amendment. In the
days before Labour was orgaunised and as
mfluentin as at presont, and Jduring ton
or twelve venra’ oxperience of the clanse,
there has not heen pny gericus opposition.
Of course $h» whole argument is this: Tf a
map s properly covered hy the svstem
of ingurane:, the whole gricvance falls to
the grovnd.  But T admit candidly that
we should have some system of State (n-
suranoe wiherehy an omployer s amply
geenred armeinst what does seem to be
illopical and wmfair. Tt dses on the face
of 1t seem to he a picce of injustice. Bnt
wa cannot et porfeet equity and justice
in this worll T sappose no kaw in exist-
mee etsnres that every man  shall e
treated with perfcet justicr. This iz an
cffort to pravide prackiceble justics, and
1 have had uuder serious considerntion the

advisability of trying to bring into the
Lepislature, when this Bill is passed, a

Bill puori Hing for insmrance under this
Bill. A formrr memiber for Rushen, Mr
T. D Clucas, some five or six years ago
made a st suggestion, that all em-
plovers should he compelied to msure with
the State. and if that provision had heen
enzeted in this Tslaud, this Bill weald to
a congiderzlls extemé have been super-
fluous.  But T give it as a personal undor-
taking, for whatever it is wertl, that I
ahail benr my ewergivs, along “xth other
memhcm, and with t]m law oflicers of the
Mans Goverameny, in the diection of
devising svme such Bill as wanld provide
for a systewn of msursuce uuder this Act,
compelling all employers to inanre with
the State, whelh weuld protect them sin-
Py agaiust the risk occasioned by this
clanse. Tut T do endorse very sincenvely
the warning issued Dby the hon. member
for Nortn Douglas. T was travelling this
morning  with a direcior of the Steam
Pacleet Co . nud he informed me that
same months ags, the Company was

‘Workmen's Compensation.
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threatened with o very serious strike npen
their steamers. unless Workmen's Com-
pensation  was wmade applicable to the
Island ot onee.  (Mr A. Qualtrough:
Good Tick teo thom.) And the Company,
in order to lngap their service going. had
te say to their men, ¢ We are putting you
now mader the operation of the BillY
Those employees are under the operations
of the Act now, and if an accident hap-
pens, thev claim ander the English Act
for compensation. And I homestly think
that hefore rejecting this clanse or this
1], we musté pause very seriougly indeed,
or the consequences mnay he extremely
erave. The labour element in the Isle
of Man is rightly sssuming its proper
place, and I think it is one of the fen-
tures of Maux life which the Teland may
congratwlate itself upon, that Lebour is
coming imto ite own. and that the next
Geperal Flection in the Isle of Man will
give sume indication of its power, and 1
feel perfeetly sure that we shall have to
reckon with grave
reject this yrmeiple of olementary justice
of which ths British nation has had ex-
perience for twelve years. with perfect
satisfacticn T hope the House will pause
before it reiects this Bill, or rcjects this
clause, which is mn integral and essential
part of the Bill. and which has proved to
work satisfactorily to masters and men;
otherwizse
vigorous proiest, and probably an amcnd-
went of the hw,

Mr J Qualirough- As the House has
taken the musuul course of suspending
ihe Standing Orders in order to des] with
a subjeet which, I understocd, bad been
disposed of by the House, I take this op-
portunity of =sayirg o word or two on the
question.  We have not yet had. from the
persons who allege the unworkableness of
this provision, anything in substitution.
T shondd like to kuow what the amendment
is to be. Butb jn advocacy of the clause
itscif, I want, as on a previous oceagion,
te persuade the House t¢ remain in keep-
ing with the English law,  Whatever is
iaw on the msinland. i regard to Work-
men‘s (omponeation, it wonld be wisdom
on oor part tn make the law here. If we
delete o alter this chuse, there will be
a different preminm chargeable to Manx
employers and to Eaglich employers.  Fm-
ployers in ihoe Jale of Man will be penal-
ised, hevause they will be liable to pay

labour trouhles if we |

there would knve boen most !

compensation for all soris of misconduct,
I belisve that this Act in BEngland has
worked well, and I Lope that no attempt
will be made to altar it. I believe, after
what has been eaid by the hon. member
for Rnmsey, that this provision is a penalty
for misconduct.  The workman  knows
that there Is a provision in the Act that if
he docs not faithfully perform the dutics
of a worsman o his master, then, if any-
thing haypens te hisn by miseonduct, he
suffers—unboss it amounts to death or
permanent disablement. Does anvone in
this Hous~ attempt to justify micconduct?
Ts that the imteution of the member who
proposes 1o alter this clause* A workman
should he olwdient, should The sober,
should do as he 1 bid; if ke is to benszfit
by the provisions of this Aet, he shoudd
be subscrvicnt to his emplover in every
way., A workman may put hmeelf into

. a place whwre he is not ollewed; verv well,

he ny coumpersation if he sustains
injury —

Mr Quine: Sevions injury?

Mr 3. Ounaltrough: If he plzces himsclf
where ke roceives minor injury, contrary
to the wders «f his master, he suffers.
It simply means thet men must be oledi-
ant to their masters, to enjoy the benefits
cf the Aci. If it happens that the man
is permanently injured or killed, of coursa
he has been ineured, and the insurance
company will have to pay. The judg-
ments that have beon given under the
English At wiil he copied wnder the Manx
Act, Woald we have it othorwise? If
we altervd this clavse, our judge would
howve no precedemis to follow: but this
clause has heen for a pumhber of years emn
the Fnatish Statute Book, and thers will
be cases which the judges could cite to
wnide ihem in their deecisions. 1 hope
that if the House ascepts this Bill, we
shell aecepi it, and accept it 28 it 15 m
Fugland. Tf mu do otherwise, you will
penalise the employer, and compel him io
pay Adouble the preminms which ara2 paid
in Fngland.

Mr Corlett: T cppese this clause, or
part of it.  As 1 said just now, T am quite
in favour of all the causes of the Bill,
bnt there is one clavse in it which will
cause me to vote against the Bill on the
third reading, T would first of all like
to look at the matter from an agricui-
tural point of view, and from 2 whare-
hovse point of view, both of which points
of view 1 am myself conversant with, 1

g2l
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hawve heard a momber say, “If this is the
law in FEneland, we must have it here.”
Well, ihers are many laws in Fngland
that there is no oceasion for here. An-
other piomber says it womld he n great
miglake to siter it. 1 don’t think we
ghould pass the Bill if it is clear to us
that there is o bad clause im it. Looking
at the mwatter from a warchouze point of
view, let mn give you a couple of iilustra-
tions that hzppened in my time. This
wae a long time beforo Workmen's Com-
pensation ‘was «ven the law in Fngland.
One of my voung men fcll off the floor
of the warehouse, and got hurt, and was
laid up for six moniks. I paid him wages
=il the time, T had no occasion to do so,
bat T did it. That shows that T hke to
treat my warkmen weli. DBat in this sanie
warehonse, onc day I was on the top floor,
and & man +zme behind me, and fell down
right st mv heels, desd drunk, amd if I
had not gripped him he wonld have fallen
{fonr flichts, and been Tilled on the spot.
Under {hiz Bill T wamid have had to pay
that man’s family compensation amount-
ing to €200. T don’t think that that is a
jnet lnw. I den't objeet to being made
Tiable ordinarily ; but this is the injustion,
that T om Yahle when the man suetaing
injury entirely thronvh his own fault, You
may say. ‘You shonld net employ a mian
whe is drunk.”  But in a warehouse, you
employ a man for perhaps only ane dav
in the year. If you have to pay compen-
satien in a case of that sort, T think it
is unjust. Tet us lock at the mattor now
from an acrienltural point of view. There
arc a good many small farmers in the
Teland, who don’t eraploy labourers at all,
but do the work themselves, they and their
sons, A day’s threshing meay ome om,
and they may have to employ men for that.
SBuppose » man is ewmployed only for one
day, and he gets killed with the threshing
machine, it is hard upon that small farmer
#tat he dhould ba made lishle to pay £200
to the fannly of the dead man. Tf the
man was kiiled dhrongh his own fault, it
it not cnly herd, but-very wrong. There
are many fermars in the Island who em-
ploy only one man. Often enongh the
man and the ewployer st at the same
table, Under present rates of wages, the
man gets £01 per vear. 853s per week. and
many a time he mekes as much ineame
ag his emplover—enmetimes more. Yeu
may think this a strange thing to say.
But T wse speaking one way to a man
who had commenced farming on his own

aceount o couple of years hefore, and he
«nid he made more for himszlf in the days
wier. be was working for a farmer. He
gpens twenty vears as a labourer, and yet,
when hie became Lis own employer, he was
ro better off.  “Very well,”” T asked him,
‘“why do you farm for ‘yourself #*  He re-
plied, “T am heping to get a little more
stock, snd to be abie to improve my posi-
tion,”” Ttut if 4 man of that sort had a
labourer in for ope day’s threshing, and
an aceident hiappened to the worlonain, you
would nak~ the man lisble for compen-
gation, und e mizht be ruined. We
should rvemember that when we become
members of the House of Keys, we are
supposed bo do justice. vd indeed we are
sworn to do it T don’t see any justice in
a law Wke this. Tt is said thet you can
2ot over tho difficulty by insuring. Well,
you can imsure, bt the imsurance pre-
mium is & larpe sum. Although agricul-
ture Was Yeen prosperous for four yeurs,
T was rending in the Toondon ‘“fimes’ the
other day that after the Battle of Water-
loo, the was a territle time for agricul-
ture in Engiand. The writer gave figurcs,
avd roally the figures were very startlimg.
And I believe we are going to bave a bad
time in farming in the near future Mr
Linyd Genvee told us that we were going
to liave a new hzaven and a new earbh,
but when de was reminded of that state-
ment he said, “Yes, but I dide’t promise
a new heaven and & tew earth by March
15¢h.”" (Laughter.) Amd he is the strong-
est man in Fougland, no doubt. But I
don’t think he is strong enough to indnee
the workingmen of England to accept a
tnx upon corn, so as to give the farmers
a shance of growing it. He means to do
that, bnt he canmot do it. The consum-
arg are pazing a cansidernble amnunt of
Proteetion mow—(Mr A, Qualtrough:
CProfitenrivg’y-—but de you think that
thnt will he wnllowed to go on® T don’t.
Farmers will be left in the lureh, and will
have to fend for themselves. T am gquite
convinced that there is a had time com-
mg, Wo should considr these things,
aml not male a law that will further har-
ass the emell fermer. Tf this olavse is
carrind, T <hall vote aeainst the thinl
reading, and do it with a clear censclencr
Of conrse, I know {hat if a niember of
the FInuse of Keys moes hefore the pubdlic,
after having voted aganst Com-
pengation, he is in a ‘‘precarious posi-
tion,” to use a phrase which is a cominon
one with a friend of mine at chess.
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{Laughter.) But you must not pass a Bill
that is wrong in order to save yourself
from a preearious position.  ‘The hon.
member for North Douglas, Mr Garside,,
and the hon. mcmber for Ramsey, eay
there have been no compluints against this
clouse in the Euglish Aet: but my recol-
lection is nyuite Qifferent. I remember
soveral lawsuits over thig matter. One
wag the case of a colliery. where there was
a regulation thai men were not allowed
to be in a certain truck. Some of them
went into i, and were killed. There was
a lawsupit, and 1t was held that the em-
pleversiwert liahle, Thal controverts the
statements of the hon, members for Rame
sey and North Donglas. I remember two
or three other “stariling csses. where the
judpments ol! went agpinst the employ-
ers, and thev had to paw.

The Acting-Speaker: The hon. member
will exeuse me, but this is the honr ap-
pomted for the interview with his Exnel-
leney on the question of wireless communi-
cotion. The “or. memter mav resume
after Tunch.

The House adjourned to 2-30 p.m,

TELEGRAPHIC COMMUNICATION,

The House resumed after lunch.

The Aeting-Speaker: Perhaps the depu-
tation who interviewed th- Governor will
report P

Mr Carine: When we met hiz Excellency
on this matter he pointed out that he had
already taken steps on lines similar to
those we sugoest. to get intn telegraphic
communication with the mainland, and he
hoped that something will result., The
resolution passed by this Hounse was sub-
mitted to him, and he will send it on to tha
proper authorities, so as to strengthen his
hands. Nothing further can be done in
the matter at present. His Excellency is
doing all in his power to pet wireleas used
in the cases we spoke of.

WORKMEN'S COMPENSATION.

The debate on Workmen’s Compensation
was resumed.

Mr Corlett: Itis a good iden to be
speaking when the House adjourns, as,
after the adjournment, you feel refreshed.
When we adijourned T was referring to
something which appeared in the *London
Times’ as to the position of the farmers.
It was ‘‘The Times'' of March 10th, and it
says that between 1815 and 1820—Waterloo
was 1815—52 farmers, farming 24,000 acres

in Dorsct, failed. That was after the
Napoleonic wars, and that was only in one
county, I guite think that we are gong
to have a bad time in agricuiture, and {
think, therefore, that we ought to be cau-
ijons before making farmers pay more than
they ought to pay. One of the hon. mem-
bers told me in the smokercom just now
that the only way to do was to pass the
Lill. But is that so? There are abways

" more ways of doing a thing than one, and
‘T will venture to suggest to the

House
another way of dealing with this, which,
if 1% is adopted, will induce me to support
the third reading of the Bill, The idea i
not my own, and was suggested when 1
was fighting for my seat, 1 think, for
Michael, when it was proposed that we
should have National Tnsurance for the
Manx Government. This Bill is going to
cost us o very considerable sum of money
in insurance, bot if the Isle of Man had an
ingurance scheme the large amount that
would have to he paid in insurance wonld
remain in the Isle of Man, and go to the
Manx revenue, In that way we could in-
aure in the Isle of Man under the Work-
men's Compensation Act. I, for one,
would be very pleased indeed to pay insur-
nnce in that way. Under this clause the
emplover might be compelled to pay £200
enmpensation where the emplover is not at
all to blame, and thc employer might be n
poor man, poorer than the man to whom he
hag to pay the £200. Tt has been sue-
gested that, unless we pasa this Bill we will
he in a precarious position. but T ask von
to remember that vou will not be in such a
bad nosition as we were over the Tnrom-~
Tax Nill. when the Governor told us that
we had two hours in which to rass the Bill,
nr else it wonld he pasred over our heads.
That tnok place in this buildine. thongh
not in thicr room, We are not in half such
A nrecarious nogition as we were then.

Mr A. Qualtrougl: Qnestion.

Mr Callister: T rise %o propose an
amendment to this clause:—

Tf it is proved that the injury to o workman:
ia attributable to ths aserfous and wilful mis-
conduct of that workman, any compensation
claimed in rcepect of that injury shall be re--

pajd to ths employer out of the genoral re
venue of thisg Island.

Mr Quine: Had not you better aay
“elaimed and allowed”? He may claim,
and not get it. .

Mr Callister: I think it has already been
granted that this is an unreasonable thing
to expect of any employer. The man in

Telegraphic Communication,— Workmen’s Compensation,
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th~ street has as much right to bear the
cost of injury to o man caused by his own
wilful negleet as the employer. My sym-
pathy is all with the working-man, I held
with this Bill, and I willdo all T car 1o
support it, but I want io act fair and
square between ail parties. T don’t want
to penalise the poor man. Members know
quite well what are the conditions in the
Itle of Man. Take, for instance, the
sheading 1 represent; there arec a lot of
small farmers, and the work-people there
are in many cases better off than the em-
ployer. You know how this Bill works
nreross the water, where there are great
capitalists banded together for great busi-
nesses, and they tnke this charge in the
common run of their business; but it is a
very different thing in districts like ours,
where there are 2 number of small employ-
ers, who cannot afford compensation when
a man is injured or killed through his own
neglect. I illustrated a case before, which,
T think, was a fair specimen, and T don’t
want to go over the ground again. We are
told that the employer has a way out by
insurance, but every man ought to be in-
sured, the workman as well as the em-
plover. We have Old Age Pensions and
National Insurance—(A Voice: “They are
in the future!’”), We have them under
consideration, Two wrongs do not make a
right, and to penalise one man for
another man’s fault is not n proner way
to do things., Take an injury that is not
permanent-a man, with eight or nine
children, may be in bed for five months,
and, because his injury is not permanent,
that man is not to get a farthing. What
is to become of his family during that five
manths ? Beecanse, if he is not permanently
injured, he will not get a farthing. I do
not think that a charge of thia character
should be put on the employer, and if it
bas to be paid, it shonld be borne by the
genernl revenue; and, therefore, 1 propese
that from the revenue the man should he
paid the same amount as he would be en-
titled to under the Act. I do not want to
fabour the question, but wo should trr
and do the right thing between man and
‘manp, T4 is no renson because the’
English Parliament has adopted this:
clause, that we should do a wrong thine,
I do not think it fair that a man should
he entitled to aszistance if ha gots killed,
but should get no assistence in case of in-
jury. T do hope that the House will adopt
the amendment, and provide this money
from the general revenue.

Mr Walton: Cannot we have the whale
amendment read out?

Mr Callister: It is only the lines over
the page that are altered.

Mr A. Qualtrough: If you are so anxi-
ous ahout this, strike the whole clause ont.
and 'hen a man will be entitled to compen-
sation drunk or sober. Take the whole
clause out if vou are honest in your con-
cern for the workman.

Mr Walton: If you read it slowly we
can take it down.

Mr Callister: The amendment is: —

If it proved that the injury to a workman
is attributable to the serloue and wilful mis
corduct of that workman, any compensaticn
claimed in respect of that injury shall he re-
paid to the employer out of the general re-
venue of this Island.

Mr Garside: I agreed to the suspension
of the Standing Orders, but I protest
against this waste of time. Members have
had the Bill before them for five months,
and any amendment should be read. If
han. members want it, let it be pnssed
round. and in the meantime we can proceed
with the debate.

Mr Quine: T risc to second the amend-
ment, though T am not really in agreement
with all of it. I disngree, hecanse if an
employer is insured under the Act the claim
will fall on the insurance company, and
this relieves them of that and takes it omt
of the general revenue. ''Why not have
National Insurance, and evervone would
he protected:?’ some may ask. The reason
for that is that some trades are more risky
than others, and it was felt that these
peonle should bear the risks of their own
trade. That is why it was made that each
ttade should bear its own risk, hecanse it
is only fair that where there is & dangerous
business the men working that husiness
should bear the charges on it. Why should
we he called upon to pay for injuries ar
dcath caused by the man’s own wilful
neglect caused through drunkenness, he-
cause it will only apply in cases of drunken-
neas. I canmot imagine that & man
weuld wilfully put his hand in a machine.
Shonld an employer be responsible for that?
But suppose a man is injured throngh his
own fault, are we going to punish his wife
and family? Are we, nas this clause pro-
poses, going to penalise them for the
hushand’s fanlt?¥ )

Mr J. Qualtrough: The clause does not
apply to them,

Mr Quine: We can make it apply by this

Workmen’s
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antendment. I am here to do justice be-
tween all parties, and if we amend this
dlanse we will help the workman’s wife and
family, and if any person says that in pro-
posing this amendment we are out +to
wreck the Bill, they are saying what is not
true. I am honestly in favour of this Bill,
and T will vote in favour of the Bill whether
this clause is amended or not. Under the
clause as it stands, you are punishing the
man’s wife and family for a fault cnused
through the husband’s drunkenness. When
T was 2 member of the Malew Poor Relief,
and cases came before us for relief, where
a man had been earning good wages, and
had been drinking, some of thie members
said that it was his own fanli, but I was
never in favour of punishing his wife and
family for that. Whether the accident was
premeditated or not premeditated, in this
case a man mighi get full compensation,
but it is not right that that compensation
should come out of the pocket of the man
‘who is not in atny way responsible; The
hon. member for North Douglas says that
the judge has discretionary power. It is
rather the other way. Where the injury to
the workman is attributable to the serious
and wilful misconduct of that workman, no
" ccmpensation shall be paid unless the
injury tesults in death ‘or serious and per-
manent disablement. The judge ecannot
alter the law. We make the law, and the
judge administers it. He has got discre-
tionary power with regard to the amount
of the compensation. T cannot take the
position that the hon. member for Michael
does, and oppose the Bill if thiz amend-
ment is not passed. T am in favour of
the Bill, but while it is before us we should
make it the best Bill possible. T will vote
for it, even if we cannot get this amended.
Mr J. Qualtrough: I believe that the
whole House has the same obiect in view,
to do as much justice as possible without
‘injury to the family of the working man,
who, through his own misconduct, has
injured himself in the course of his em-
ployment. But if it were possible to agree
to the proposal made by the hon. member,

1t would kill the Bill, as far as this House
is concerned, for the reason that it would
make it a ﬁnancial bill, and over financial
matters we have no control, We cannot
insert any clause in the Bill making the
revenue liable for any expenditure, and if
we do, it will not be passed. Even if the
Governor, a6 far ag he was concerned, was

in favonr of the proposal, we can be sure
that he would not for one moment accept
it, and thus bind the hands of his successor
He could not agree to it in his present
position. You propose that where a man
15 injured by his own neglect, and the injury
is of n temporary nature, that the expenses
of that should he borne by the Government.
Where is a Governor who would acrept such
a proposal as that? I think you had better
pass the clause as it stands in the Bill. Tf
you nre against the Bill, say so, but do not
try and kill it on a zide issue.

Mr Cowell: I will vote for the third
reading and the clanse, but there is one
word here I would like to alter. You will
notice it says:— T

If it ia proved that the injury to a workman
ig attributable to the serious and wilful mis.
conduct of that workman, any compensation
¢laimed in respect of that injury shall, unless
the injury resulte in death or serious and per-
manent disablement, he disallowed. ,

I would like to move that the word “and’’
be deleted, and the word ‘‘or”’ substituted.

The Acting-Speaker: That is a further
amendment after this is disposed of.

Mr Cowell: Then I give notice of a fur-
ther amendment.

Mr Carine: I hope the House will pdss
this Bill as it stands, without any amend-
ment. Tt has been argued in the course of
the dehate that cases under thig particular
section are frequent. I have followed the
cases in the Press, which come up ‘very fre-
quently, and while it may be put in by
opposing counsel in some cases as if ib was
done by wilful neglect of the worker, it is
very rarely persisted in, and it is very
1arely a convietion is obtained on those
lines. Several members have spoken abéut
nccidents happening through drink, and
anyone listening to this - debate would
imngine that ‘it was 'a common thing for
workimen to be under the influence of drink
while at work. T claim to have had as large
experience among workmen ng many mem-
bers in this House, and I say that it'is a
libel on the workingmen ‘to say they are in
the habit of being drunk while at work.
There are other reasons why accidents will
occur, Very often they occur through
earelessness; very rarely through drink.
Te carry out the amendmeng which the
hon. member for Glanfaba has proposed
stmply means to upset the Bill and prevent
it being passed.

Mr Southward: I rise to support the
amendment proposed by the hon. member

Workmen’s Compensation.
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for Glamnfaba. I want to make my position
clear, as far as I ean, before the House.
T am not against Workmen’s Compensation,

and even if this nmendment is not carried,

I am going to vote for the Bill. (Hear,
hear.} But I feel nevertheless, that this
sub-section as it stands is unfair and unjust.
Tt has been said duriig the discussion that
this procedure obtains in England, and
that there has been no objection raised by
the masters with regard to it. Well, now,
my position is this—if in England they per-
petrate an abuse, then T am not one here
in the House of Keys to continue that
‘wrong, and if any Act can be made better,
fairer, or more just, I think it is up to
'members of this House to see that it is
done. Now, this clause refers to wilful
misconduct. In the previous sub-section it
telers to the ordinary injury caused through
the neglect of the employer.  This sub-
section refers altogether to the wilful mis-
conduct of the workman, and, on the face
"of it, to say that any employer should be
‘responsible or he penalised for the wilful
- misconduct of hig employee ia not fair and
not just. Tn looking at the sub-section as
it stands, it appears to me in this light.
_Here is an employee, a workman, and he
puts his hand, for instance, into some
machine—it may be his finger—and he
. Bustains a temporary injury. The result
.is, through the crushing of his finger, blood-
_poisoning setg in, and it results in the
workman’s death., Now, wp to n certain
point, that workman would get no compen-
-sation. The law does not recognise that it
was just, or fair, or right, to give him any
compensaticn. But they recognise—or this
says, in fact—if that injury ie continued on,
nlthough in the first instance it was caunsed
Ly the man's wilful misconduct, then he has
a right to compensation, and the case he-
. tomes just in the eyes of the law. Now, I
. say, if it is recognised by the law, in the
. first instance, that a temporary injury is
.not entitled to compensation, then I ray
the whole thing right through should he
" recognised as unfair and unjust. Tt is in
this way the hon. member for Rushen, Mr
Quine, hag put it before the House, and I
lirgely endorse what he hns said. T take
it that this scction is tc provide some
sort of compensation for the wife and
‘family of the workman who has been per-
msonently injured, or who dies owing to the
injury. Surely, if a man is entitled to
compensatibn on acevunt of permanciit
injury or death, is it not right that a man

should he entitled to compensation if the
man remaing threo months or six months
with a temporary mmjury? Who is to sup-
rort these people during that time? Are
they to come on the parish, while the bread-
winner is laid to one side? The proper
and most honourable way to do would be

~ not to throw the onus on the employer, but

upon the State. (Hear, hear.) I support
very heartily the suggestion that has been
included in the amendment théat the State
shonld pay the comprnsation in those cages.
1 want to say again that, whether this
amendment ig carried or not, T shall cer-
tainly vote for the Bill, having raised my
protest on this point at the present time.

My Walton: T heartily endorse the re-
marks which have fallen from the hon,
member for Ayre, and also from the hon.
memher for Rushen, Mr Quine. 1 think
that every member here iz really genuinely
in favour of this Bill, but, as the hon.
member for Rushen has said, whilst we are
making a Bill we ought not to insert injus-
tices in it, simply because they have been
inserted in Fngland; and, whilst the Bill is
going through, it is. perfectly legitimate
that members who think that certain
clauses are not right and fair should have
an opportunity of voicing their views with-
out heing charged with an attempt to
wreck the Bill. Every man knows in his
conscience why he has taken up a certain
line of action, but no other man has a
right to say what that man’s real intentions
are. This Bill deals largely with the pro-
tecting of the working man, and we have
an equal right to protect the master. As
the hon. member for Ayre has pointed out,
if it is wrong in the beginning, then it must
be wrong in the cnd. If 4 man is not to
reteive compensation whilst he ig laid up
through an accident, caused by his own
wilful doings, then there is no right for the
master to pay colpensation when he is
dead. 1 shall support the amendment to
this clause.

Mr Dalgieish: 1 would ke to say that I,
for one, have always agreed with Work-
men’s Compensation, and I object to any
member here saying because I am trying to
make this clause a hetter clause than it
stands in the Act, that I do not agree with
ihe Bill. There seems to be in this House,
at the present time, a great chase to assist
the working man, but where has the mis-
take heen made if it has not been made
formerly when the Biil was previously
before the House? I venture to say that
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some of these men who are in full chase
to-.day with this Bill, and would accepb it,
whether right or wrong, are out simply to
catch the votes of the working classes. 1
venture to say these men would he against
Workmen’s Compeunsation when it came
before the House years ago. It seems to
m2  that the only acveptable ouurse
before the TIsle of Man mow s to
de  everything possible  to eatch
votes. That 1s a wromg motivee I
think it is uufair to suggest that those
wh) are opposed to this clause nre against
the Bill. T take it we are as manly in our
sympathies as those who iry to make out
we are unsympathetic to the Bill, I do
not know that I have anything more Lo say,
ouly that it has been rather tiresome to
me to constder that men are playing a
wrong game, simply to pander and to catch
votes. I support the amendment.

Mr Teare: I rise to oppose the nmend-
ment. Although 1 seconded the clause, I
think T am within the rules of the House
in opposing the amendment m a word or
two I am one of those who give the
utmost credit to hon. members for perfect
sincerity, and, equally, I strongly repudiante
any suggestion that we, on our part, are
out to catch the votes of the labouring
classes in view of the coming election. So
far us I am concerncd, 1 value the vote of
every person in my constituency—vich and
poor alike—and I am supremely indifferent
io the vote cither of the rvich man or the
poor man, the working man or the retired

man, provided 1 have fulfilled y duty.

With regard to this amendment, the hon.
member for Rushen has asked—*Is there
the remotest possibility of that amendment
being accepted?’ Do any of us believe for
one moment that an amendment of that
character will be accepted by the second
chumber of this Legislature or by the Head
of the Lxecutive? To my mind, it is a
fruitless attempt. What we should do is
to accept the challenge I ventured to throw
out this morning and bend all our energies
as a responsible nnit of thig Legislture to
devise an Insurance Bill which would meet
this situation, inastead of Jeaving it for the
Governor or for the second chamber.
Surely, twenty-four men, represeniing the
people of this Island, lave business acumen
to devise some Insurance Bill at once, to
meet  the difficult and delieate situation
which this clause puts forward. Person-
ally, T agree with what has fallen from the

"

hon. member for North Douglas, Mr Carine,
He is a gentleman of great expericnce in
employment, He is one of the largesl em-
pluyers in Douglas; and he assures us,
after long experience of business life, that
the possibilities of claims arising under this
clanse are, in his opinion, very few, I
attach great weight to opinion of that kind.
1 earnestly trnst that this Flovse will roject
this amendment, and that hon. members
will bave an opportunity of saying that
they support the Bill, and will 1ake the
necessaly steps to amend the Bill after-
wards by providing a system of insurance
to meet the difficulties that arise.

Mr Corlett: I support the amendment.

I canmct guite agree with my hon,
friend, the member  for  Ayre, Mr
Southward, im  what he . said. He
said  Jistinctly  that  this clause was

unfalr ana unjush Those are the very
words he used, and yet he says that if the
amendment is not carried he will still vote
afterwards for the third reading. That is
a position I do not understand a bit.
(Laughter.)

The Acting-Speaker: You are speaking
on the amendment?

Mr Corlett: T um refeiring to the amend-
ment solely ; I never spoke on it belore. If
we think a clause in the Bill is unjust and
urfair, why should we vote for it? 1 also
think it is unjust and wnfair, and I am not
going to vgte for it at all. The amendment
sugpested by the hon. member for Glanfabg
takes the responsibility from the employers
and puts it on the State. That is, if any-
thing, more eguitable. It seems to me
more equitable, in a cass of this sore. where
n man Is killed, perhaps entirely through
lis own fault. that the State should pay,
rather than the employer. It only amounts
to the sane thing as T suggosted beforo—
that the State should be the Insurance
Cenipauy, and let all employers pay in to
the State, and whatever profit there may
be—and T am sure there will be a profit—
let it go into the Revenue. The hon.
member for Ramsey is keen on starting; he
suys, pass this Bill first, and then do the
cther thing. But if you pass the Bill first,
you may not he able to do it. If that
clsuse is put in the Bill and carried, I shall
be very pleased to vote for it, but T do not
see my way o vote for what has heen called
an unfair and nnjust clause, and I da not
think it should be made the law of the land.

Mr Southward: As a personal explana-
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tion, sceing the hon, member for Michael
kas brought in my name and position, I
mirht say be liag alrendy staded to the
House that if thir National Insurance
came into operation he was willing to vote
for the Bill, and vote for that which was
unjust and unfair—exactly the same posi-
tion as he charges me with.

Mr Corlett: I pointed out that it would
be more fair in that case for the State to
pay than for the cmployer to pay. Tt is
quile a different thing.

Mr Southward: In this case, T have
opposed the sextion as it stands, There are
other points in the Bill I should like to see
in operation, and I am not going to vote
against the whole Bill. (Hear, hear.)

Mr Garside: Before the motion and
amendment are put, I wonld like the privi-
lege of replying on this clausc. As I said,
when the Standing Orders were suspended,
T had no fresh argument to bring forward,
because nothing had been put up agninst
nte to rebut; so I waited for what would be
said against tlie clause. Members have had
the Bill in front of them for five months
and, after passing the sccond reading and
going through the consideration of the
clauses, they found there were things they
had never thought of sufficiently or had not
opposed strongly enough. A privilege hag
becen given to ghem, and what iz the result?
To my mind, there is a bit of change about,
and because 1t s attscled they rosent 1t
rather keenly. and attribute motives to
other people of catching votes. 1 think
both accusations can be put on one side,
and we may grant thab each is trying to
do the best.  With regard to the clause
itself, members have stated that they do
not want injustice to be done. In recom-
mending this clause to the House, aud in
agking members to vote for it, T want them
to know that I think there is no -injustice
whatever in the clause, and that it will not
ereate injustice. T also want them to bear
in mind—what I know to be the fact—
that this clause has beenr drawn up and
has been used, not only in the interests of
the working man, but largely in favour of
the employer—to give protection to him as
well. Tt has been passed to try to give
justice, and not injustice, and to give each
of the parties protection ngainst the other.
Tf you read the clamse earcfully, you will
find the workman is entitled to damages
under very exceptional circumstances,
which may, if looked at in some lights,

appear to he unreasonable. You may find;
if evidence is brought of an accident before
a judge, a man may be deprived of any
compensation. The man may contend he
had not been careless or negligent. In all
the cases for or against employers or em-
ployed, it is left to the discretion of the
judge to dectde the case from the evidence
brought in fiont of him. Now we come to
the umendment, and two points stand out,
it seems to me, for discussion. The first is,
How is it possible, or how is it just, to make
the State pay nny losses which cccur in a
business of any description, so long as busi-
nesses are conduoted personally or indivi-
duaily ? (Hear, hear.) I ask the plain
gquestion in this House, without going
round the subject—is it fair or reasonable?
(“It will never happen.”’} Is there any
law we know of where businesses are con-
ducted personally and individually, and
where any loss happens to either employer
or employee, which says that the State 1s
to be called, upon io pay?

Mr Callister: As a point of orderf—
Yes, a great many.

Mr Garside: That is a question of fact,
not of order.

Mr Callister: If a man is employed, and
lns emplogmeny 1s ©o bard and_ strenuous
that his health fails, in comes the old age
and disablement pension that the State
provides for him.

Mr Garside: The cases are mot at all
parallel, Before the case happens that the
hon. member for Glanfaba speaks of, hoth
employer and employed havo .paid con-
tributions over a series of years in the
national insurance fund. In this case, be-
fore the amendment happens, so long as
we have no Insurance Act, neither the one
man nor the other is paying to anything.
As T argned, in moving the second read-
ing of the Bill, supposing an accident
happens in & man’s workshop, and it costs
him £200 to put that machine right, he
cither has a depreciation fund to pay the
money out of, or else he pays it directly
out of his pocket, Mut f a8  human
machine meets with an accident, are we to
believe that the £200 is not to be found
from anywhere? This is a Bill which pro-
vides that when an accident happens to
the human part of a machine they are not
allowed to suffer.

Mr Southward : You must make a differ-
ence between wilful misconduct and the
other.
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Mr Garside: So long as the business is
conducted personally and individually, we
have no right to ask the State to pay any
losses that cecur in the matter of acci-
dents. Now, we will take the question
whether they shall be paid compensation
or whether they shall not.  One salient
point has come out in this debate-—that
all should be paid. In the clause we have
in the Bill, if wilful misconduct is provad,
if it is proved that # is donme absolubely
for some purpose, and the man i3 livinz,
he should not be paid. (*No, not?) ¢
the judge thought a man had so wilfuily
misconducted himself as td cause injacy,
compensation is not allowed.

Mr Quine: It is the evidence, 2ot whn
judze.

Mr Garside: If the judge thinks b+
evidence points to wilful misconduct. Tt
is argued—if a man was ill for five mon s,
what wonld happen to his wife and
children? T do not want o answer tuc
question. I want those who put 2he
problem forward to decide the answer. 1
never heard anvone zay they ought to be
paid in exactly the same way, as a man
who suffers from a pure accident, Yet
the essence of all the arguments is that
they should be paid.

Mr Quine: The amendment says so.

Mr Garside: This is a point that never
locs appeal to me. You may say it is
hard-hearted, but, if the man wilfully
docs it, why should the employer pay, or
why should the State pay? We are not
speaking now of the point which my col-
league rebutted—I do not think workmen
are addicted to drink in that sense, or that
thay are lable to acodents so laridiy de-
picted herc. Consequenily, if a man does
it, it means that he docs it intentionaily
when he is sober and in his right senses.

Mr Quine: You are quite in favour of
the wife getting nothing?

Mr Garside: I am not in favour of that.
The man who does that ought to suffer
himself, but I do not think any of us fecel
that the wife and children ought to suffer.
Bui the point is not one for us to put in
this Bill; that would be compensation for
practical dishonesty. Really, it is only a
suppositious case that is put forward,
The Bill does not pre-suppose that a man
would do such a thing, that he would de-
liberately kill or injure himself, Tt is
suicide, and if a man commits suicide, he
is insane. Do you mean to say the em-

ployer is employing insanc people? That
is stretching logic to a very fine peint, and
asking us to make legislation for very ex-
treme cases. I am sure the accidents that
would occur, and that would be outside the

seope if tlis Act, would be very few
indeed. You cannot legislate for such. ex-
treme  cases, The hon. member for

Michael used the argument with regard to
a man being drunk in charge of a horse
and cart and getting killed. He said the
employer ought not to be responsible.

The Secretary: It was the hon .member
for Glanfaba.

Mr Corlett: I have known a case where
a man of mine was going to the warehouse
with a cart ana horse drunk, and he migh-
have been killed on the spot.

Mr Gargide: If an employer is not to be
responsible in that case, what about the
responsibility for an accident happening
in that case to a third party? Would.
not the employer be responsible then? He
has empowered that man to be in charge
of that horse and cart. If an accident hap-
pened to anyone would he be able to dis-
claim it, in the scnse he is disclaiming
now?

Mr Callister: It would be hetter to have

one injustice. instead of two, if it did
happen,
Mr Garside: In conclusion, knowing

what I do of industrial life, I say advisedly
that this clause is vitel to this Bill. (Hear,
hear). Without this elause in it you have
very little more in the Bill than you have
in the Employers’ Liability Act. X hope
members will vote against the amendment,
and pass the third reading of the Bill in itc
entirety. 1 do not wish to hoid out throuts
of any description. I kmow it is a com-
mon practice in cases like this, but it is
not agreeable to me. ¥ do not care who is
with me or against me; I do the thing I
think is right. But I do recognise the scri-
ousness of the situation in the industrial
world. The Isle of Man is not immune
from labour trouble and strife, and, so far,
we have not here much of the legislation
wikich has been: an amenity in the lives of

the working-classes across the water.
Latterly our lives have been coming
nearer and nenrer to theirs. This Bill,

proceeding along the lines of legislatiom
which the working-classes have in Eng-
land, I would ask the House to pause be-
fore imperilling the Bill, simply becausc
of n difficulty with one clause. I am
grateful to those membera who have said

Workmen’s Compensation.



HOUSE OF EEYS,

MARCH 11, 1919. 265

they will vote for the Bill, even if this
amendment is lost, and I hope they will
carry their intention into effect.

Mr Quine: I hope the gentlemen on the
other side will carry out their opinion too;
that they will vote for the Bill, if the
amendment is carried.

The amendment was then voted on:—
Tor: Messrs Callister, Dalgleish, Corlett,
Southward, Walton, and  Quine—6
Against: Messrs Kitto, Curphey, Ander-
son, Korruish, Cowoll, W. Chrigtian, J.
Qualtrough, Teare, Carine, Garside, Cun-
ningham. and A Qualrrough—I2, Amen.l-
ment lost.

Mr Cowell: I move now that the word
t“and? be deleted, and the word “or’”
substituted, so as to make the passage
read , ‘““‘serious or permanent disable-
ment.”* If a man has a broken leg or
arm, for instance, and he is laid aside for
§ix or eight weeks, he is denied compen-
sation, simply because the injury, al-
though serious, is not serious and per-
manent. A& the very time when an in-
dividual requires special nourishment and
¢are, and requires assistance for his wife
and family, he is not to get it. Of course,
if -the injury was a minor one, and only
lasted for a few days, it would be neither
serious nor permanent. But an injury
may be as serious as it is possible to be,
and yet not be permancut, and in that
case there would be no compensation. I
don’t want to weary the House; the mat-
ter has been discussed  fully, and the
general desire scems to be to make the
clause fair to every individual, and I think
this amendment would be a great im-
provement. It would be a matter for the
decision of the judge, and I quite agree
with the hon. member for North Douglas
that the judge has a great deal of dizere-
tion allowed him  though T doa’t think it
goes so far as to allow him to grant com-
pensation unless the injury proves to be
serious and permanent. I am quite
aware, as someone has jJust reminded me,
that this clause only applies to cases of
wilful misconduct. But even in cases of
wiul miseonduct, T could relate a con-
crete instance. Some years ago I em-
ployed a young man, who was ploughing
in a field on top of a quarry, with any-
thing from 100 to 120 feet of a straight
drop. A neighbour persuaded the lad
that he could take the reins off the horse.
It wag a quiet horse, and he belioved it
would answer to the word of mouth, with-

out being held by the reins. But the
horse got away, and it was more by good
luck than good management that it did
not go over the brow, man and all. I
don‘t know whether you would consider
that action wilful misconduck, but it is
the kind of ease that would come before a
judge. Suppose the man was to blame to
a certain extent, yet, if he goi off with a
broken arm or leg, he would have to lie
in bed and perish, with his wife and
family. Tf we are trying to do our besi
for the people of the Island, let us im-
prove this clause in the way I sugpest.
Even if it is not the law in England,
there are many cases where we in the Isle
of Man eould improve in the English law,
and before long, no doubt, it would be
followed in English legislation.

Mr Anderson: I second that. T don’t
know that T can say any more than what
the hon. member has said. I am sure this
amendment would be o great improvement
to the law.

Mr Cunningham: The effect of this
amendment would not, I think, be what
the hon. member intends. Ta make the
clanse read sorious  or’”  perieancnt,
wounld mean that if the injury was per-
manent, even if it was not serious, the
claiise would tale effect. It won’t do in
that form. T think the hon. member
would be well advised to leave matters as
they are.

Mr Southward: There seems to be some
misunderstanding in the mind of the hon.
member for Middle as to the meaning of
the word **and.” T should read it as if
the clause refers to serious disablement
and permanent disablement—to  both
classes of disablement, not one.

Mr Quinc: Conjointly, though.

Mr A. Qualtrough: I am against this
amendment. Tt is a very curious thing
that members have had this Bill for five
months, and it is only now that they are
wakening up.  Cannot we let this Bill
pass, and try it for three years, and then
it will not be hard to put in an “and”
or an ‘““or’’ if we find it necessary.
Surely the House will be sitting again in
the course of the next three years. Let
us get the Bill through, and see how it
will work.

Mr Garside: I can guite understand
the spirit ir which the h+n. member kas
moved his amendment, and T appreciate
it. But I are danhtfal whether ¢ wonld
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work out exactly as he suggests, and I
think there are more difficulties in the
way them he has taken note of. In the
first place, this clausc casts the onus on
the judge of finding out whether an acci-
dent has been caused by  wilful miscon-
duet. 1n cases that I have known it has
taken a very long time to go through the
evidence on that point, and the judge has
had his work cut out for him to come to a
decision. You can understand the judge's
feelings if, in addition to deciding upon
contradictory evidemce of that =ort, he has
further to decide whether the disablement
is serious or uot, or is permanent or not.
T have never tnken much cognisance of the
word “‘serious®’ in this clause, becanse if
disablement is permanent, it is bound to
be serious.

Mr Quine: Tt could be serious without
being permanent, though.

Mr Garside: I think that when the hon.
member for Rushen has the floor, he does
not need to be prompted continuaily. He
seems to think himself called upon to play
the part of prompter to this House, and
we don’t always appreciate it. Tt is quite
true that the amendment does distinguish
between ‘‘serious’ and ‘f permanent,”
but who is to define the word *‘ serious’’?
Tt mey be so that the judge oculd easily
say whethor the injury was serious. No
dombt e could. Any of us walking along
the street could say that. But does the
defipition of the word ‘“serious’” begin or
end there? low jong is n man to he
away from work Dbefore he is considerad a
fit recipient for consideration? The clause
really hingos on the word ‘“disallowed’—
the claim shall be disallowed—and the
word ‘semious’ Js also avplied to the
man's misconduet, and the judee has to
consider how scrious the miseonduct must
be hefore the cluim is disallowed. To
comp2l him to consider, also, the serious-
ness of the iniury, apert from whether
it is permanent or not, is placing too big
% responsibility on the judge, to my way
of thinking. T rather think it wonld be
hoitor to keop to the Bill as it stands, but
I make no hard-and-fast rale in the mat-
tor; and members are at liberty to vote as
they like.

Mr Onine: I am glad to sec that the
hon. memher for North Douglas allows na
to vote o6 we hke. He makes no serious
hard-and-fast rule for us. (Laughter.) I
am glad to we that I am free for unce
to vote as I like.

Mr Cunmingham : Move a vote of thanks
for it. ‘Laughier.)

Mr Quina: When the proper time comoes,
perhaps T shall. It is wonderful what
liberty we have. 1 take it thut in any
case the judge will have to decide whether
the thing e serious and permanent—not
the secident merely, but tho disablement.
Disablement, T take it, means ipability to
parform in the ordinary way the occupa-
tion the man s following, and the
judge would have to  ascortain  that
finet in  every rase As  the Tonm,
snember  for Middle has eaid, a hbroken
leg is  a  scrions  disablement, and
would incapacitate the man for two or
thmeo months; but it would nob bs per-
manent, and the man would get no com-
pensation.  Under this amendment he
would get something, and I think that
that is a very pgreat mmprovemont.

Mr Tearc: T think it would be a mis-
trke to tatamyer with the measure to this
oxtemt, small as it wmay scem. . The hon.
menther for Rushsn, Mr A. -Qualtrough,
has rightly snggested that we might at

lnast experiment with the Bill for a vear

or two. Take this subject of what is called
tzerious and wilfu! misconduet.””’  Sup-
pose & man in your employ is at work, and
as heis pursming his work, a runaway
korse pees down the stroet.  He leaves
his work, and poes to stop that horse.
Ts that serious and wilful misconduet?

Mr Qnine: He would not be in your em-
ploy then.

Mr Teare: A judge has decided that
such . man can get compensation. Tn
that ease, the man has indulged in wilful
misconduct, T supposs, in  leaving hig
employ, and saving children from being
killed. I am pointing this out to show
that the Court has great discretionary
power, and if that is so on the main ques-
tion. which. he it reaembered, is the seri-
oug and wilful misconduct of the maa, it
naturally follows that the Court has power
to define serious and permanent disable-
ment. What I fear ia that if we makeo
alterations of this kind, then, when the
insurance negotiations commence. tthe
queation will at once he put, “'Is your Bill
on all fours with the BEnglish Bill?* T
you eay, ‘‘No,” the next question will ba
‘“Then what is the nature and extent of
the  diference ¥ and all sorts of advan-
tage may e taken Wy imsurance com-
pamies in cohsequence of our departing
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from the rigid provisions of this Bill,
which hag bevm proved to be satisfactory
on the mainiand, and which surely should
have a trizd here  1f it is found, 1n the
oourse of operatien, to be Iarsh and un-
just bo any section of the community,
tben it is always competent for the House
to mak: such amendments as are feasible.

Mr Chllister I shall oppose this amend-
ment, It secms rabher strange, after I
proposed the former amendment, that I
now oppose this. But I will state y rea-
son. I think this alteration would dis-
arrange everything.  An insurance com-
pany wonld readily undertale this extra
risk, so leng as the State was toking the
final rezponsibility. But now, the situa-
tim is quite different. You may lLave 2
nian whe is not very fond of work. anil
he gets a themn tu his finger, and he gays.
YWiell, T s in for a posd tinc.” 1 am
afraid it would mean that the insurance
people would mot take the husimess up.
While there will be injustice, either way,
I think that of two evils we should choose
the lesser,

Or a division there voted: —For the
amendricnt:  Meszs Anderson, Oowell,
and Quinc—3.  Agningt: Messrs Kitbo,
Callister, Dalgleish, Curphey, Oorlett;
Southward, Walton, W. Christian, J.
Qualtreugh, A. Qualtrough, Teare, Carine,
Gazside, Ounningham, and the Acting
Spealter—15. The amendiment was lost.

The clauss was then pai as the substan-
tive motion, and was carried, only Mr Cor-
lett voting *"'No."

Mr Teare: May T now ak that the third
reading of the Bill lie taken withont eom-
ment? I move ihat.

Mr Garside seronded.

Mr Carine: I don’'t wish to take up the
time of the House, but 1 thiuk it 15 ¢ne
to my constituents that I chonld state my
reason for voting for the third reading of
the Bill. As most members will no doubt
he aware, T have uv o the sear 1815 op-
pused this Bill, for the simple reagon that
it was a cumbarsome ensire 1o mtroduce
inte a place where there renliy were nu
industries or factories of the kind con-
templated. I have never heard anyome
speak against this Bill as heing unduly
oppressive on the mainland, where there
are large cemtres of imdustry. We have
not such placcs here, and it was for that
reason thmt T opposed the Bill, thinking
that it was very much like setting up a
steam hammer to crack a mmi. But =

change has come over the sceme,  Sinee
the inception of the war, our men have
wvone across, not only into the Army and
Navy, but inte civil life, and they sare
coming up aysinst this mensure, and up
against National Imgnronce, and undoubt-
eodly they are mezting with diffienlties,
They have felt that they were being un-
covally freated. and there iy o doubt thet
a fecling of discontent has avisen in the
minds of many workmen, many of whom
1 have met with myself, and who have
said that they were Inbouring wunder a
great disubility. ‘Lhese are my principai
reasons for my altering my mind with re-
vard to this Bill, and I think the House
fins dore well in adhering to the provi-
song of the ¥nglish Act. We may find in
tho course of tirie that the Bill needs
amending.  TBuib it does, on the face of it,
sectn & very cumbersome measure for so
small a community, where there will he
st few poople, we hopa, who will need to
telie advavtage of it.  As to providing
apainet the liability creat>d by this Bill,
of course everyone who is an emplover of
Inbour will bhe very foolish if hn doce not
sufficiently insure in every cagy for his
workmzn.  We have an undee amount of
easual labour oa the Tdland, and it is from
that point of view that T have my doubts
as to how the Bil will work. Casual
labour 18 not clearly defined by the Bill,
Tt ay we understand it, we have quite a
nuniber of snch men. in the towns especi-

_ ally, employved for a few hours or odd days

hern and there, and it is with respect do
them that T think difficuitics will arge.
However, I think it is well that we should
err on the safe side, amd T trust that the
Biil will he of eousideralile sevvice to the
working men of the Island.

Mr Coriett: I oppose the proposition. 1
olject to  the aufiocratic procedure sug-
gested by the hon. member for Ramsey,
that we shonid paszs this without com-
nient.

Mr Feara: T mennt without comment on
my past.

Mr Corlett: It is the nsual course that
we shoiid make comunent on 2 motion
before us, andl I don't think the hom,
member shonld suguest  that we shonld
depart frotn that ronmsas wihen dealing with
thig motion. That is yoing tou far, even
for the hon member for Ramsey. (Langh-
ter.) On account of his having made those
uhservations, T shall opposs this Bill com-
nj|‘g ou for third reading on this day at
ali.
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. Mr Teare Tt will have to come on. Tt
iz on the agenda for this morning.

Mr Callister. T am in favour of this Bill,
and T am going 1o vote for it with all my
heart. ™My ounly +hject in moving my
amendment was to make the Bl better.

- My Tenre. The hon. member for
Michael thinks that it is hecossaTy to sus-
pend the Standing Orders before the Bill
can b read a third time. He is wromg.
Tt is on the ngenda for third reading now,
and any opposition he has to moke must
he made mow  We susponded the Stand-
g Omders in order 1o permit the discus-
gion which has just tinished.

- Mr Corlett- It may be down for third
reading, but we have been amending the
clanges on the second reading, and we
have had practically - second reading
discussion. T don*t see how you can take
the third reading on the eame day.

'The Acting Speaker: The reconsidera-
tion of this clanse ionk place on account of
a supposed misundersianding. That has
been cleared away, and now the third
reading, which has been on the agenda for
a month, ia befare the House.

The Bill was read a third time, only Mr
Corlett voting *‘No™

ADULT SUFFRAGE BEILL.

The House took up condideration-of the
Councit’s anendments to the Mouse of
Keys Flection Bill.

The Acting-Speaker asked Mr Teare to
take chorge of the Bill

Mr Teare- I am extremely sorry that
this master has fallen ro my lot, hy virtne
of the fact that I oceupy the place of the
member who intreduzed the Bil. I ep-
deavoured yesterday to dovote some time
to the consideration of the amendments
made in the Bill by the Tegislative
Council. The majority of the amcudments
relate to the alteration of the date on
wlkich the Bill comes inte operaticn—
©1919" in place of *1918,” and I don’t
propose tu make any wemarhs on any of
them except those that deal with the main
point of difterence, the alteration of the
frunchise for women,

The hon. memhber then moved that the
House agrve to a number of amendments
of date, to which the Mouse agreed.

On clause 5, the Council had deletod the
words ‘‘male or female.”

Mr Teare: The reason of that amend-

ment is, that the Council have dealt with
the question of the female vote in a new
clause. I n.ove. therefora, that the House
adhere to the words in guesticn. That has
the effect, of course: of leaving the Bill as
it originally went from the House. I don’t
think any argument is necessary.

Mt J. Qualtrough: T think the Houze
shonld decide whether it will ndhere to the
position it took wup in making men and
women equal in voting power. What is
suggested by the Council is to follow the
course which has heen adopted in the House
of Keys Blection Acts of the past, namely,
to enfranchise women in respect of pro-
perty. If you omit the words “‘male or
femnle,”” that menns every ‘“‘person” who
has property, for a female is a “‘person’
all the same. T don't think that raises any
important guestion.  The words are left
out in order to include the word “'female™
in the new clanse. I hope that the House
will adhere to the age of 21 for females, and
not 30. (Hear, hear.) T think it is only
fair, when we are making a stride, that we
should adlere to what we did in the frst
instance. On that account, the Bill nceds
careful handling.

Mr Southward: Would it not be better,
at this juncture, to deal with the new
clause, and that will settle how this small
amendment shall be dealt with?

Mr Tearc: I wag going to sugpest that.
The crux of the situaiion is in the new
clause proposed by the Council. The effect
of the Council’s new clause is to alter the
real meaning of the Bill. The meaning of
the Bill, as it left the House, was to confer
the franchise on males and females of 21
years and upwards. The decision of the
Council is that the nge shall be 80 vears in
the case ol females with certain qualifica-
tions. I move that we adhere to the -Bill.
The law of the Island at present is that a
woman, spinster or widow, of 21 venrs and

- upwards, who is the owner ar ocoupier of

property, has the vote in all elections,
Parliamentary elections included. The old
election law in Bugland gives no vote to
women for Parliamentary elections, but it
did for loen! elections. 'The new law
in England  gives the vote to
women of 30 years and upwards, owners or
otcupiers, or wives of clectors.  The Rill
as 1t passed this Honse entitled women of
21 to vote, the only qualification being the
residential gualification. The Bill ag sent
down to us now adopts the English policy,

Adult Suffrage Bill.



HOUGSE OF KEXS,

MARCH 11, 1919. 269

but provides that no existing rights shall
be sacrificed. The effect of the Conncil's
amendment is this: A widow or spinster,
whao is an occupler or owner, has the vote
at 21; if she marries before 30, she loses
that vote. When a woman is 30, before
she can vote, she must be entitled to be
registercd under the provisions of the
Local Government Acts, or she must be
the wife of a man who is entitled to vote.
Of cowrse, as we know in the Isle of Man
perfectly well, fhrough there being mno
Married Women's Property Act here, a
woman cannct be an occupier or owner
her own right, if she is martied. Under
our almost Pagan system; as I might call
it, she is the goods and chattels of her
husband, and has uo rights; she is a mar-
ried woman, no matter what her cwuersiip
or occupation may be. The arguments
why we should resist this clause ure
numerous, and will be fairly obvieus. In
the Tsle of Man especially, we have a visit-
ing indnstry, which iz very largely a
women’s industry, and many women have
to shoulder the whole responsibility of that
industry. And yet, if they are married,
they arc deprived of the rights that natur-
ally acerue through their earnings in that
industry. But the main reason why I
venture to oppose this amendment from
the Council is that I hold, as my prede-
cessor held, that women, when they have
attained the nge of 21 years, have become
fitted by nature for the greater respousi-
bilities of life, the responsibilities of wife-
hood and motherhood, and ail that that in-
volves, and, therefore, they have a fair
claim to a share in the government of the
country to which they belong. Not only
80, but we have had throughout the war
instance after instance of women of 21
¥enrs and over taking a very nctive part in
the industry of the country, and contri-
buting to its wealth. I fail to see where
any prood ground has been shown for de-
priving women of this right during eight or
nine of the most useful years of their lives.
The position of Woman in this country to-
day 18 vastly different to what it wag five
vears ago. Her position in the affairs of
the country is one of extreme po-sibilities,
and in it she has already displayed remark-
able capacity, showing her adaptability for
almost any sphere of life. The Isle of Man
has to n certnin extent been in the fore-
front with Tegard to the franchise, so far
as women are concerned, aind it will to my
mind Dbe a retrograde step if we now

slavishly follow the English Act, and adopt
this «lause. which is taken wholesale from
the Fnglish measure. The Council, in a
further amendment, have provided that
women shall be eligible to sit in the House
of Keys at 21 years of age; they are to
have the privilege of legislating, but not of
voting, or that of owning their own goods,
if they are married. A woman cannot
cannot legally earry out contracts; she
eannot contract debts

Mr Quine: Oh, cannot she? :Laughter)

Mr

Teare: I bheg the hon. member's
pardon, She can contract debts, but she
15 not legally linhle to pay them. Tt seems
remarkable that ladies are to have the
privilege of sitting in the House, and ret
net have the right to pay election expenses.
or to engage in contracts which are neces-
eary lo secure election. The Teasons why
this nmendment has heen introduced are
not strong or conclusive, and the mere
adaptation of the English measure is quite
contrary to the spirit of the Adult Suffrage
Bill introduced by my predecessor. 1 move
thay the House adhere.

Mr Quine: T heg to second that. I can
quite understand the Council trying to
alter our clause. A woman is a very sen-
sible person, but if she gets married, she is
no longer sensible. I can quite nnderstand
the members of the Council thinking that;
but 1 will never admit that the wives of
the members of the House of Keys—my
wife, for instance—are in that positien.
T say that in accepting myself, she made
the best cheice possible, showing that she
had sense. (Laughter)) Again, this
ameidment only gives the vote to women
of 30 years and over. But I know very few
women over M years old. It is well-known
that when a lady arrives at 21 yvears, she
only las a birthday every seven years—
(!aughter)—and, therefore, she only very
glowly arrives nt the age of 30, If we muke
the age 30, in actual practice a woman will
never get it 4ill she is 50, There is not the
slightest reason why we should follow the
English Act. We have already given a
vote to unmartied women of 21 if they
have property, and if we aceept this amend-
ment, we say two things: First, that a
woman obtains her sense from' gwning a
picte of property; secondly, that upon
getting married, she thereupon loses her
sehse, and only regains it when she he-
comes 30 yeats old.

Mr Southward: The hon. member for
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Ramsey has said that nowadays, when a
woman gets married, she loges her vote. T
shonld like him to inform the House as to
what the definition is of the words, ‘“‘the
owner of real cstate.”’

The Seccretary: That is defined in the
Act of 18668. “The owner of real estate’
means either the woman who owns the
estate, or the hushand of the woman who
awns 1t.

Mr Quinc: A married woman in the Isle
of Man c¢an be in the possession of real
estate, if there is a marringe settlement
made before the marriage.

Mr Callister: I support the resolution
that we adhere. I don’t know why we
should grant a young lady the vote when
she is 21 wvears o!d, nnd yet, if she then
marries, aud has cight or nine yeurs’ ex-
perience of married life, and ought to be
qualificd o vote, if any one is gualified,
depuve her of her vote till she is 80, T i4
not reasonable, aud I hope that the repre-
sentatives of the people will protest against
such an- amendment being foisted upon
them. The time is come when the ladies
are going to have their rights, and they are
fully entitled to have them. WNow that we
are to have Local Option, and many other
reforms, it is a slander upon the fine intelli-
gent females of the Island Lhat they are
‘to be refused the vote. .If anyone is en-
titled to vote, it is A woman with a. family,
for she has a very real concern in the good
government of the country.

Mr J. Qualtrough: T must admit that
the amendments to this Bill, as they come
from the Council, are hard to follow, T
have made a little study of them, and feel
satigfied that we wonld do hetter to submit
them to a commiitec of threc memhers,
who conld gon thvouzh them and put them
into a form at the next sitting that we can
m1asp them  1f the Attorney-Genoral had
issmd thess ntoendments in a reprint of
the 131, we could have followed them by
comparing it with the Bill as it lefi the
Teuwsz.,  Thete are some guestions raised
which are of deep interest to the Housc.
Talke, for instames the property vote. A
voung female, 21 wears of agxe, might, by
this proparty vute, have a vote in every
constitnency in the Isle of Man: hat, if
she marrics, she leses those votes.  What
wo  intended to Ao wzs, to limit that

property vote and mnke one man one vote.

T think that the hest tling we can o 1s
to submit the Bill to a committee of three,
and let them re-drafi the Bill.

Mr Southward: The slatement of the
hon. member; o fur as the Bill when it
was orginally introduweed, s oorrcck.- The
late hon. member for Rumsey, in the
original Bill, had one man one vote. I
was responsihle for the apposition to that,
and the Bause, very rightly, T think,
would not aceept that proposal.

Mr J, Qualtrough: Therz is anulher
thing, To this granting votes to ihose
who have served in his Mnjesty’s forces
they have added a olanse granting votes
to vounz women of 13 vears. The new
clanse reads — :

And for the purposes of this sub-eection,
auch gervice shall include service in any work
of the British Red Cross Soclety or the Order
of 8t. John of Jerumsalem in Enpgland, or any
other hody with a similar object or serving
in any other work recognieed by the Admiralty,
Army Council. or Air Council as work of
nationsl importance in connection with the
WAT.

Mr Cowells TIf the hon. member for
Rughen has mowed that the Bill e re-
forred to a small committce, T will second
it, and the matter will be in form: for
the next sitting.

Mr Covine: T think that 1t wounld be a
hig mistake to refer this to a committee,
as time is the cssence of the contract, if
the Act is to be of the least benefit at the
next gemeral election. We onght to go
on with it to-dav. .

Mr Garside: Tt seems to me that the
orly conrse to adopt iz to adhers to the
Bill ag it Jeft us. The first of the amend-
menty are owly technical, and tha only
renl alteration in the Bill is in rerard to
female voters, and what we have to decide
is whether they &hal have the vote at 50
or 21 wyears, T object to the Council’s
proposals = on thnt point. In these
denweratic days the tendency is to do
away with classes of voters, but the
amendment  proposed by the Council

makes two classes of women voters, instead
of ome zlass. Tt is far too late in the Cay
to attempt any such thing. The pew
cleuee 15 provides that women can sit in
the House of Keys. Those are the only
Tenl alterations in the Bill.

Mr Callister: Is there any
in the property qualifiation¥

The Acting-Speaker: No.

Mr Teare: T have a dozen good reasens
why the Representation of the People Bill
should be amended, but the mportamt
point at present is 21 or 30 years for
females.

alteration
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The House disagreed with the amend-
ment with a view to a confersnve.

Mr Teare- The next alteration is the
addition to sub-scction 4. In the original
Bill we gave the votes to Iads of 18 who
have served in the present war, and the
amendment extends that to ladies who
have done thedr share in desiding the war.
I mowve that we aceept that.

Mr Carine: I second that.

Mr Southward: T oppose that. Certain
ladies are mentioned. such as those who
have served in the British Red Cross and

tho Order of 5t. John of Jeruzalem, and !

others wio have done work of national
importamee ; that leaves it very wide in-
deed, and might include 1and workers and
munttion giths, ag they can all be said to
have been doing work of masional import-
ance, It will mean that all the young
ladies of the present day will have the
vote at 18, T do not think shat that is
desirable, as there should be some limit,
and T mown as am amendment that we
gtick to the clause as in the originat Bilk

Mr Quine: We gave soldiers under 21 a
vobe because we felt it was right that men
who had fought for their country shonld
have a vote, but we did not intend to give
1t to people who worked in munition shovs,
and T only support the age of 21 in their
cese,  Where they have fomghi for the
coumtry, they should certainly have a vote,
but where they have been in muwmbion
works we should not.make a change.

Mr J. Qualirough: T strongly support
that. Tt dees Mot seem a wise course bo
give the vote to everyvoie who has worked
for the war. This cliuse, ns passed hy
this Housa, was to confer the vote oL all

- ihogz who had righa] their lives for the
conntry, for really the country helongs to
them. They had taken upon themselves
the tagk of defending the wountry, and,
therefore, they are entitled to vote, but we
did not intond that eversone who hnd
srorked in a munition factory should vote.
T camnot understand why the Council
should propnse that these munition girls
ol 18 should have the vete, and yet refuse
it to other wamen till they ave 30 yewrs old.

Mr Garside: T think that uhers iz a
little misunderstanding over this clause.
1t proposes to give the vete fo everyoie
over 18 who has done work for the war,
Tt 1= not a very big matter, because in two

and n half years at the most afl these.
people wili be 21, aund_then they would.

hawe the vote.  Kvervoue is to get the
vote at 21, men and women, and these
rieaple must he over 18 vears now, so that
this clawse will unly apply for the next two
vears ab the moest.  There will be very
few working for the Britisn Red Cross and
the 3t. John Ambulan~e who are not weil
over 18, and if they were 18 at the com-
mencement of the war they will be en-
titled to vote now, I sm ineclined to sup-
perl it.

Mr Qurphey: Thousands of these -young
pirds will got a voba before men Is that
what is proposed ?

Mr Carine- I hope that the House will
pass this. There eannot he many girls to
whom it will upply under that age,

The Acting-Speaker: What about the
staclking-makers?

Afr Tarine: They are mot included,

Mr Cowell: It includes Red Crosg girls
and thosz who have worked far the Ad-
ntiralty, Army Council, «r v Couney, or
work of national importance.  That will
imehacde all land workers, Whers s it
going to finish? There are a.great number
of iand workers in the Island.

Mr Walton® The amendment practically
means all the girls in the Isle of Man,
Girle of 14 mow who have been doing any
sort of war work will, when they become
18, bc cntitled to the wote. There are
praectically no girls in the Island who have
not been doing work of national impurt-
ance. I move as an amendment that zil
words after “Jerusulewn in England” be
strucls out.

Mr Callistor: T second that. T think
that is reasonabls. That will include ail
eitls who have done sacrificial work, Thers
ae a number of girls of 20 who have
stopped at home to do necessary work whn
will vt got the vote, while girls of 15
will g2t it if we pass this.

Mr Southward T think that the hon.
nember is mistaken in that; it provides
bhat thex must he 18 years.

Mr J. Quairoigh: As #0on as they he-
comme 18 they will ciaim a vote.

Mr Callister. 1 it docs only include
gomng women of 18 who have done war
sorvive, there might lLe others at home
much more worthy of the vote. I think
it is ridgiculous that they should include
these and excluds women of 20,

Ar Teare: This clause is taken hodily
fronu the English Act. T have the Act
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berc. But in the English Act it provides
that no woman shall get the voibe till ghe
is 30 years. They can vote in England
only when they are 30 years. If they
have no other qualification at that aoo,
they ean obtain it for war werk, ‘They
have taken out the whaole clause, but havs
not confined it to women of 30 vears. As
we propose that women of 21 shall have
the vote ther2 is not rrach ohject in in-
cluding these Tf we stop after the words
tany other hody with a similar object,”
it will be snfficient

¥r W. Chrigtian: We arve giving the vote
to everyone at 21 years, and I think if we
do that we are going far enough, In
England thoy arc only pgiving the vote to
women war workers of 30, and if we go
te 91, we are going far enovgh.

The Scerctary - The clause as passed by
the House, “being of the age of not less
than 18 years of ave, and having his usnal
place of nbode iu this Teland, and not
atherwise gualified as a voter, has served
in His Maj:sty’'s Forces during the pre-
semt war,’” includes zicls.

My Quire: Heonv ean it, when it says
‘lhis}l p

The Secretary: It iz a well-known rule
that ic Acts the male includes the female.

Mr Quine: Emhracss the female?

Mr Garside: T¢ seems to me, to take a
common gense view, would he to do as
the Lon, member for Middle, Mr Chris-
tiam, sugrests When I made my first
remarks, I had lost sight of the faet that
we were going a good deal in advence of
Fngland in piving the rate to women ab
21. Tn the Council they have evidently
adapted this from the English Act, hut the
Pnglish Act provides that all women voters
ghall be 30 yenrs. Everyone here will get
the vote at 21.

Mr Callister: T rise to o point of order.
The hon. member has spoken hefore.

My Garside: T am speaking on the amend-
ment. Before, T spoke on the motion.
There has been a good deal of light thrown
on the subject since, and for oue to change
onn': mind, even within half an hour,
does not, in my opinion, tend to discredit.
I can see the danger of granting votes to
gitls whe are mow cnly 156 or 16. There
have been many girls who are now only
15 or 16. There have been many girls of
15 or 18 working on munitions @and other
work, and when they become 18 they can
claim the vote.

Mr Tearc: ‘“Work of national import-

‘ance'’ is very broad,

Mr Sounthward: T move that we adhere
to the eriginal clanss,

Mr J. Qualtrongh: Where do we stand
with regard to the amendment ag line 19,
where we have ingerted ““mate and female P*?
Do we accept that?

The Secrctary: The House in sub-section
4 of chase 5§ included mate and female.
There has hecn no alteration there ns far.
as the Council are eoncerned.

Mr Walton scconded that the House
adhere, .and it was earried.

The Conncil’s amendfments in clauses 6,
7, 10, 11, and 13 were agreed to.

The Council inserted n new clanse 14,
providing for & supplementary list of voters.

The Secretary: In the Act of 1903 a
special provision had to be made in case of
an clection before this list came into opera-
tion, Inthat Act, you will find dates were
fixed for making the register, posting up,
ete. To avoid that, it is provided in this
Act that all that shall be done by resolution
of the Tynwald Court.  That is necessary
in ecase this list is not completed before an
election takes place. It is a formal clause
necessary to to bring the Act into operation
as soon ns possible.

Mr Teare: T move we agree to that.—-
Agreed.

New clause, 15, to be inserted as under:

A woman chall not be disgualified by sex or
marriage for being elected or eitting or voting
as a member of the House of Keys.

Mr Teare: T move we agree to that.

Mr Southward: I rise to oppose that. 1
should like to move an amendment—not
that I ohject to Indies sitting in the House
of Xeys; they may possibly add a charm to
our meeting which hitherto it has mnot
possassed, and they might possibly reduce

_the long specches which we sometimes have

to listen to. (Hear, hear). As 1 say, 1
have no objection to a lady sitting in this
House, but T find that this clause does not
mnke any provision as to age. Tf this is
pasted just as it stands, a girl of 18 can put
up for the House of Keys, and can occupy
a seat in the House of Kevs. T move as an
amendment that a woman be not less than
23 years.

Mr Ourphey: T disagrec with that, be-
enuse it is entirely in the hands of the
electors.  1f the electors choose to put a
girl of 12 years in, lot them do so. They
are not fools; they certainly would not put
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a girl of 17 years in, nor a woman of 70;
so I think you are perfectly safe.

My Callister: 1T am in favour of making
the age 25. It is all very well to say that
it ig safe in the hands of the clectorate. 1f
you can reduce the age to 21 you can find
a1 sweeping number about that age who may
gay, ‘‘Look here, girls, wo are going to run
a candidate.”” You don't know what may
happen. T think we are going on safe lines
if we adopt the suggestion of the hon.
member for Ayre,

Mr Curphey: Such juveniles as that
.should not have the vote,

Mr J. Qualtrongh: I think it is quite
unnecessary on our part to interfere with
the discretion of the electnrate. Let them
send in whom they will, I do not think we
ghould take away the vote from old or
young. = 1 think they will pick out the most
competent and sensihle person.  They will
be not only an addition but an extra quality
to the composition of the House in the
coming time, amd I hopc when we get
Couneil reform it will be possible for a Ind¥
to stt even there. .

A vote was taken on the amendment.
Messrs Callister and Southward voted for.
Against : Messrs Dalgleish. Curphey, Wal-
ton, Cowell, W. Christian, J. Qualtrough, A,
Qualtrough, Quine, Teare, Carine, Garside,
Cumningham, and the Acting-Speaker--13.
Amendment, lost.

New clause 15 passed.

New clause, 16, to be inserted as under:

This Act shall come into opcration when the
Roya! nasent therebs has been by the Lieut.-
Governor announced to Tynwald and o certifi-
cate to this effest has been elgned hy the
Lisut.-Governor and the Specaker of the House
of Keys.

This was agread to.

The Commitiec to interview the Council
on the Bill was re-appointed as follows:—
Messrs. Teare, Carine, Dalgleish, South-
ward, and J. Qualtrough.

THE COMING ELICTION.

Mr Teare: T do mot want to waste the
time of the House, but there are s great
many matters relating 0 the coming elec-
tion which ought to be dealt with, and T

would like to deal with them by abstract
resolutions instead of wasting time by intro-
ducing Bills, The subjects to he dealt
with are Redistribution of Seats, Limita-
tion of Expenses, and some other matters.
But, instead of getting a Bill prepared on
chance, it is desirable to know whether the
House is in sympathy with it. I ask leave
te propose abstract resolutions dealing with
Redistribution, Blections on ooe Day,
Limitation of Expenses, the Taking of
Votes of Absent Voters, and similar
matters contained in the Fmglish Act.

Mr J. Qualtrough: We should have elec-
tions on one day. I do not think we should
lose the chance of passing this Bill on the
question of Redistribution. I am strongly
in favour of Redistribution, but I think it
should he taken up by itself.

THE ADJOURNMENT.

Mr A. Qualtrongh moved that the House
adjourn for a fortnight, and Mr Carine
seconded.

Mr J. Qualtrough: I move an amendment
that we adjourn to this day week., There
is a good deal of work to be dene. Qur
agenda is being continually printed with
neglected business on it, and there is a
waste of printer’s ink on it. We should
get the work through. We are negligent,
We are not getting through the work we
are appuointed to do. I move we adjourn
to a week to-day.

Mr Walton seconded.

The House divided on the amendment,
For: Messrs Callister, Walton, Cowell, W,
Christian, J. Qualtrough, Teare, and Cun-
ningham—7. Agninst: Messrs Dalgleish,
Curphey, Southward, A. Qualtrough, Quine,
Carine, Garside, and the Acting-Speaker—-
8. Amendment lost.

DESTRUCTIVE INSECTS.

The following were appointed n commit-
tee to confer with the Council on the
Destructive Tnsects Bill: Messrs Cowell, W.
Christian, Dalgleish, Southward, and
Cunningham.

The House adjourned to Tuesday, March
25th, ‘
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