Coolgardiec Water Bill.

would suffer to the extent that people
were kept off the land. If arrangements
were made to give the discoverer s money
reward, such as he believed had been
given in the case of gold and for minerals,
that discoverer ought to consider himself
fairly treated. There was no reason why
the Government should make an excep-
tion in the case of diamonds, and give an
enormous ares, very much larger than
they would give, or than had been given,
in the case of gold.
Question put and negatived.

WORKMEN'S WALES BILL,
Received from the Legislative Assembly,
and, on the motion of the CoLoniaL
SECRETARY, Tead a first time.

AGRICULTURAL LANDS PURCHASE ACT
AMENDMENT BILL.

Received from the Legislative Assembly,
and, on the motion of the CoromiaL
SeCRETARY, read o first time.

COOLGARDIE GOLDFIELDS WATER
SUPPLY CONSTRUCTION BILL.

Received from the Legislative Assembly,
snd, on the motion of the CovLomiaL
SecrETARY, read a first time.

ADJOURNMENT.
The House adjourned at 5.25 p.m. until
the next day.

(¢ OcroBer, 1898.]
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Xegielntibe Pssembly,
Tuesday, 4th Oclober, 1898.

Question : Official Receiver and bis Speech at
Coolgardie—Question : Breach of Privilege
by Newspapers outside the Colony—Ques-
tion: Alteration of Questions in Notice
Paper—Metropolitan Water Supply and
Administration ; Select Committee’s Report
—Metropolitan Waterworks Act Amend-
ment Bill, first reading—Streets Closure
(Fremantle) Bill—Coolgardie (Goldfields
Water Supply Construction Bill, third read-
ing—Prevention of Crimes Bill, third veading
-—Message : Assent to Bills—Goldfields Act

Amendment Bill, consideration resumed on

clpuse 10, Division, to clauses 13, progress

reported—Adjournment.

Tre SPEAKER took the chair at 4.30
o’clock, p.m.

PravmRs.

QUESTION : OFFICIAL RECEIVER AND
HIS SPEECH AT COOLGARDIE.

Mr. MITCHELL (Murchison), without
notice and by leave, asked the Premier,
in the absence of the Attorney General:
Whether he has seen & paragraph or news-
paper report of a speech delivered by the
Official Receiver while at Coolgardie, a
few days ago; and, if so, what steps he
proposes to take to prevent the recur-
rence of an official or public officer traduc-
ing the colony, as the Official Receiver
appears to have done.

Tue PREMIER (Right Hon. Sir J.
Forrest}: In reply to the hon. member, 1
have seen & report in the Perth news-
papers of a speech delivered by the Offi-
cial Receiver in Coolgardie, and that re-
port of the speech has been referred by
the Attorney General to the Official Re-
ceiver, with & request for him to state
whether the repor. is accurate: and as
goon ag we receive a reply from the Offi-
cial Receiver, the Government will con-
gider the matter. I may say the Official
Receiver seems to have oone on some
errand to Cooleardie, and therefore the
Attorney General has not been able to
get o reply from him : otherwise he would
have been able to have had it before this
time.

QUESTION : BREACH OF PRIVILEGE BY
NEWSPAPERS OUTSIDE THE COLONY,

Mr. VOSPER (North-East Coolgardie),
withaut notice and by leave, asked the
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Premier, in the nbsence of the Attormey
General: Is he aware that the report of
an alleged disturbance in the precincts of
this House, published recently in a Kal-
goorlie newspaper, has been published in
the ddelaide Advertiser, the Melbourne
Age, and the Sydney Daily Telegraphi
And, if go, is it the intention of the Gov-
ernment to prosecute, in the case of these
newspapers?

Tez PREMIER (Right Hon. Sir T
Forrest) replied: The matter haz not
been brought under my notice, and T am,
not aware of what the hou. member now
informs me. I question whether the
jurisdiction of this House would extend
beyond the limits of this colony. T may
say the Government are not prosecuting
in this matter, but this House is dealing
withit. I moved in the matter, certainly,
because I was asked to do so, the matter
having been brought under my notice by
several hon. members; but T would like
it to be distinctly understood that it is
not the Government who are moving in
the matter, but it is an action taken by
this House, under the atatute which pre-
serves and protects the privileges of mem-
bers of Parliament; and of course the
Attorney General, in any setion he may
take, iz acting under the instructions of
this House, and not as a member of the
Government.

QUESTION: ALTERATION OF QUES-
TIONS IN NOTICE FAPER.

Mr. OLDHAM {North Perth) had given
notice of his intention to ask the Director
of Public Works certain questions, which
which appeared in the Notice Paper thus:
-—1, Whether the charges preferred by
the Chief Accountant of the Public Works
Department against the Sub-Accountant
have been substantiated? 2, If not, why
the Sub-Aecountant has been notified that
he will be removed from his position on
31st December, without any reason having
been advanced in his letter of notifieation.
The hon. member said : Before agking the
questions as they now stand in the Notice
Paper, I desire to get some information
as to the reason why the questions of
which I gave notice in the House have
nol: been put on the Notice Paper in the
form in which T gave them.

Tre SPEAKER: I will tell the hon,
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member that the renson is, because the

Coolgardie Water Bill.

questions were not in order, and the ques-
tions were revised by my authority. They
contained matier of argument and matter
of opinion, which are not proper to be
put into the shape of questions, but should
be atated hy means of a motion.

Mr. OLDHAM: I bow to your ruling,
sir, and 1 desire to ask another question:
Why the papers in connection with this
matter were not laid on the table of the
House in accordance with the promise of
the Director of Public Works?

Tre DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC WORKS
(Hon. F. H. Piesse): Part of them are
prepared, and I have been willing to place
those on the table; but the hon. mem-
ber wants the whole of the papers, and
they are not all prepared yet.

Mr. OLDHAM: In consequence of the
reply of the Director of Public Works, I
beg leave to withdraw my notice of these
questiona until the papers have been laid
on the table. My reasons are that these
questions would not allow hon. members
to be seized with a full knowledge of the
facts, until the papers are laid on the
table.

Tue SPEAKER: 1 gdvise the honm.
member that, after he has seen the papers
and read them, he should bring forward
a motion, which will enable discussion
to take place. He need not give notice
now,

METROPOLITAN WATER SUPPLY AND
ADMINISTRALON.

SELECT COMMITTEE’'S REPORT,

Sz J. ForresT brought up the report
{with evidence) of the Select Committee
appo'nted to inguire into the Metropoli-
tan Water Supply and administration by
the Waterworks Board.

Report received and ordered to be
printed,

METROPOLITAN WATERWORKS ACT
AMENDMENT BILL.

Introduced by the Premes, and read a
first time,

STREETS CLOSURE (FREMANTLE} BILL.

Introduced by Mg. SoLomow, and read
a first time.

COOLGARDIE GOQLDFIELDS WATER
SUPPLY CONSTRUCTION BILL.

Read a third time, and transmitted to
the Legislative Council.
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PREVENTION OF CRIMES BILL.
Read a third time, on the meotion of
Mr. Leakg, and returned to the Legisla-
tive Council, with a message requesting
their concurrence in the amendments
made by the Assembly.

MESSAGE: ASSENT T0 BILLS.

A message was received from the Gov-
ernor, stating that His Execellency had
assented to (1) the Reappropriation of
Loan Moneys Bill, and (2) the Supply
(£300,000) Bill.

GOLDFIELDS ACT AMENDMENT BILL.
IN COMMITTEE.

Consideration resumed on Clauge 10—
Repeal of Section 36; Entry on land
under application for lease for alluvial :

Mr. Moraans had moved at the last
sitting that all the words after “thirty-
six" in line 4 be struck out, and the follow-
ing inserted in lieu thereof : —

An application for a lease shall entitle the
applicant to mark out and take possession of
the land applied for, and to hold the sawe,
except as against any holder of a miner's 1.zbl
desirous of taking possession of any portion
of the said land as an alluvial claim. Pro-
vided always, that no claim shall be taken
up upon land applied for as a lease unless 50
feot distant from the line or supposed libe of
reef or reefs bv surface measurement, and the
applicant for the lease shall, within 48 hours
of being served with a notice requiring him so
to do, define as nearly as possible by a line
the actual or supposed line of reef, but it shall
not be lawful to define more than one supposed
line of reef. Provided that any miner search-
ing for and obtaining elluvial as eforesaid shall
do so without undue interference with the bona
fide operations and workings of the applicant
for the lease, or with the buildings or shafte
reasonably required by him. Provided also
that the applicant for a lease may, subject to
to the regulations, obtein an allyvial reward
claim for any new discovery of alluvial made
by him within the boundaries of the land ap-
plied for.

Mn, VOSPER : There being the clause
ag framed by the Government, and the
amendment as moved by the member for
Coolgardie (Mr. Morgans) before the
Committee, he distinctly preferred the
olause as framed by the Government.
The intention of the Bill was to protect
the alluvial miner, and the Minister’s pro-
posal, while securing rights to the alluvial
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miner, appeared also to give ample pro-
teotion to the applicant for & lease, as he
was to be entitled to keep any portion of '
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land not exceeding 100 Ly 200 feet along
the line of reef, the existence of which
must be proved- The Bill differentiated
between alluvial ground and reefing
ground, and in & case where it was proved
that the ground was chiefly alluvial, no
lease was to be granted. The amend-
ment was objectionable because, though
the applicant for e leage might not ulti-
mately obtain the lease, he was to be en-
titled for 8 months to all the alluvias
within 100 feet of the line of supposed
reef. The declaration as to the existence
of & reef might be the mere ipse dixrit of
o niining manpger, and, if he were un-
scrupulous, the alluvial miner would ke
shut out from ground to which he ought
to have access in searching for alluvial
Both the reefer and the alluvial man
should have a fair share; whereas the
amendment would deprive the alluvial
wan of the right to mine over a certain
portion of the ground applied for as a
lease, where a reef was supposed to exist,
and that would not be a reasonable way
of dealing with the difficulty, as the in-
evitable effect would be that the trouble
of the Ivanhoe Venture would come over
again.

Mg, Moreans: That applied only to a
lease taken up on alluvial ground, and #t
supposed that ‘the applicant did find »
reef on alluvial pround.

Mr. VOSPER: In that case, by all
means give protection to the reefer.

Mr. Moraans thanked the hon. member
for that concession. That was what his
amendment proposed to do.

Mg, Morav: Put in the word “ap-
proximate,” in regard to the reef.

Mz. VOSPER : That would be a decided
improvement.

Mn. LEAEE: The clause in the Bill
would satisfy him better if it were
amended by striking out all the words
after “alluvial claim,” thereby striking
out the whole proviso. His opinion was
that no person should be protected in any
way when he applied to take up alluvial
ground as leasehold, and the application
for such ground should not have the
effect of shutting up land at all.

TrE Premten: Not even if there was
areef on it?

Mz, LEAKE: No. No man would ap-

. ply to take up a reefing claim on alluvial

ground. The party who found a reef on



2132 Goldfields Amendment Bill:

alluvial ground might peg out under his |

miner’s right ; and, to give him the bene-
fit of lis discovery, his reefing claim
might be made larger than was provided
for in the present regulations. An ap-
plication for a lease should not protect
the land at all, for leases ought not to be
granted indiscriminately, nor until there
had been an opportunity of thoroughly
testing or prospecting the ground either
for alluvial or reef gold.

Tug PreEnen: The prospector would
not like that.

Mr. LEAKE: TIf it were a reef claim
pure and simple, give two or three hun-
dred feet along the line of reef, if neces-
sary ; but do not allow the application to
shut up the land at all.

Tre Premier: The prospector who
found the reef would not like anyone else
to have it.

Mr. LEAKE moved, as an amendment,
that all the words after “claim” be struck
cut ; thereby striking out the proviso at
the end of the clause.

Mr. GREGORY: Clause 11 provided
that, “after the granting of any lease, the
lessee shall have the exclusive privilege
of mining on the land demiged and every
part thereof.” DBut it did not state
whether anyone pepging out a claim on
the lease, in the interval between the ap-
plication and the granting of the lense,

could mot be protected. Some effort®

should be made to prevent a lease being
granted while such alluvial men were on
the ground.

MRr. Moray : That was unnecessary, as
it was provided for in the principal Act.

Mr. GREGORY: Clause 11 gave to
the lessee the exclusive right to all gold
within his peps. Was the alluvial man
to be protected, after the application
made by the lessee under clause 97

M. LEagg: The land which was the
subject of the application was not a lease,
but was Crown land.

Mr. GREGORY: Yes; until the lease
had been approved by the Government.
Presumably, approval meant the granting
of the lease. Some steps, however, should
e taken to conserve the rights of the
alluvial man who went upon an applica-
tion for lease, until he had exhausted his

claim. Was he to be driven off, after he
had sunk 30 or 60 feet in search of
alluvial?
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in Committee.

Mz, Luage: Neo; the amendment would
not turn him off.

Mr. GREGORY: True, the amend-
ment would not do go ; but there ought to
be a clause to protect such men as long
as they worked their claims. The lease-
holder should also be protected; and
there should be some definite statement
as to what portion of the lease the allu-
vial man could go upon, stating how Ffar
from the reef he must keep away, and
providing that he should do nothing w0
interfere with the operations of the lease-
holder. The amendment of the member
for Coolgardie (Mr. Morgans) was a fairly
good one, but required a slight additioa ;
for, according to the amendment, there
might be two or three reefs on a pro-
perty, and if a line of reef could be proved
to exist, the applicant could alse mark
out “a supposed line of reef.” He desired
to move that these words be added to the
anmendment, “and the supposed line of
reef shell be delineated, if the existence
of o reef or reefs is proved.” This would
prevent men having four or five lines of
reef, and also a supposed’ line of reef.
They should not have the power to mark
out a supposed reef.

Tre PREMIER (Right Hon. Sir I
Forrest) said he would like to clearly ex-
press his views on the matter, for there
seemed to be some difference of opinion,
which it was advisable to clear up. If a
man went out into the country, and found
a piece of auriferous land and pegged out,
say, 24 acres, and made an application for
& lease, anyone else coming upon the land
for alluvial and pegging out o claim or
claims should be able to do se until such
time as the warden, after examination in
open court, recommended that a lease
should he issued ; and, in the event of a
lease Being recommended by the Minis-
ter for the approval of the Government
and being granted, then he (the Premier)
maintained that all those alluvial claim-
ants should have to clear out. His friend
opposite (Mr. Leake) seemed to think dif-
ferently, and was evidently wrong. His
(the Premier’s) view was reasonable, for
we must always give credit for the hon-
esty and bona-fides of the wardens and the

Government. Tt was unlikely that per-
‘ gons administering the law would be actu-
| ated by other than honest motives. That
. being s0, what would happen if an allu-
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vial miner continued to work a portion
of land applied for as a lease for the
purpose of black-mailing—not finding any
gold, but merely remaining so that he
might be bought out? The Government,
through the warden, would send an in-
spector to examine the ground; and, if
satigfied there was no alluvial, was the
lessee to be stopped from getting his lease
for ever, because such persons liked to
stay on the land for the purpose of pre-
veniing a lease being issuedf

Mge. luweworte: I would be impos-
sible to dispossess them.

Tee PREMIER: They could be dis-
possessed, for if a lease were granted,
it would at once dispossess them; and
quite right.too, unless the Committes
wished to raise difficulties for the pur-
pose of allowing persone to make money
by black-mailing lessees.

Mr. Greaory: The application would
not be delayed for a longer term than six
months.

Tree PREMIER: That was not certain.

Mr. Greoory: That was so according
to clause 9.

Tee PREMIER : If thet were so, the
warden would have to say: “L'here are
some men on that ground, and I will not
recommend a lease of it ;” although there
was perhaps no alluvial in it whatever.

Mr. Esnny: But suppose the men were
getting gold?

Tee PREMIER. : Then the warden would
not recommend the lease, nor would it be
desirable to dispossess those men.

Mg, ILuxawortE: How would the fact
be ascertained?

Tue PREMIER: The warden would
have to decide on evidence—the report of
the inspector.

Mr. Tttivowortn: Thet was not in the
Bill.

Tae PREMIER said he thought it was.
It was clear in the Bill that, when a lease
issued, everyone else except the lessee
wag dispossessed. The only persons who
could not be dispossessed were those who
had a title prior to that of the applicant,
such as persons who were working alluvial
there before.

Mr. Vosrer : Would pot & miner’s right
be a prior title?

Tae PREMIER: It would be, if the
holder was in possession before the appli-
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cant, but not if he came there subse-
quently.

Mr. VosrER: When did the title of the
lessee commence! Was it not when the
lease was granted?

Tue PREMIER: The rights of the
lessee evidently commenced from the date
of his application ; but it would be highly
undesirable to lay it down that the war-
den should decline to issue a lease be-
cause there were some persons camped on
the land, who were finding no gold, but
were only desirous of making as much as
possible out of the lessee. Undoubiedly,
the effect of the clause was that, if the
warden, the Minister, and the Govern-
ment could be oconvinced that a lease
should be issued, that lease would dweep
away all claims acquired by miners subse-
quent to the application for lease. How
could it be otherwige? If the alluvial
men were getting gold, that fact would be
shown by the report of the geologist or
ingpector ; and if they were making =a
living, and were actuated by proper motives
in staying on the land, no one would waunt
to dispossess them. All this would be a
matter of evidenece, and rightly so. .
disagreed with the member for Albany
(Mr. Leake)} in saying a prospector going
into the country, and finding a valuable
reef, should have it overrun by everyone,
and have no claim whatever to any por-
tion of the land or reef until the lease
could be granted six months afterwards.
This would be the strongest blow that
could be struck at the prospector—a blow
never struck at him yet, for the prospector
always had, at leaat, the right to the reef
and 80ft. on each side of it, whereas the
hon. member (Mr. Leake) wished to take
that away from the prospector. It omly
showed that the hon. member did not
know much about the subject with which
he was trying to deal

Mr. LEskE said he was not altorether
opposed to the Premier on the point, and
he would explain subsequently.

Tue PREMIER: In that case, what
he had just said could be withdrawn.
We wanted to encourage persons to go out
into the country and find reefs, because
this was a reefing country, there being
very few exceptions. We did not want
everyone to have the right to go and take
away property which other people had
found ; for if =0, what would be the in-
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ducement for either poor men, rich men,
or syndicates to send out prospecting
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parties? A preat many were, at present, '

sending out prospecting parties to find
reefs, and' this cost an immense amount
of money. If it were to go forth tha, when
once a reef had been found, peovls could
rot over-run it, and take away the gold
and everything else, many persons would
be willing to take the risk of looking for
reefs. We wanted to encourage the pro-
spector in every way; and when he had
found his reef, we should zive lum as
much security as possible. We could not
secure to him the alluvial, because that
would be unreasonable ; but we could se-
cure t0 him the reef.  Therefore we
should not do away with the provision
that the first person who found a reef,
and pegged it out, should be entitled to
the absolute right over it, and 50 feet on
either side of it, the alluvial miawrs hav-
ing the rest, until such time as, in the
opinion of the warden and the Govern-
ment, after due enquiry in open court,
the alluvial was worked out. When that
occurred, notwithstanding that some
people might camp upon the land, not
getting any gold, and never having found
any, a lease should be issued, and all per-
sons but the leaseholder should thereby
be dispossessed. In the case of bona fide
miners, there would be no difficulty, be-
cause alluvial men would not work upon
the land unless they could make it pay.
But we knew there were such things as
combinations, consisting not of poor men,
but probably rich men, whose object was
to abstract money from those who had
it. He could see nothing easier than for
& combination of capitalists to send half-
a-dozen miners upon claims on a valuable
reefing property, for the purpose of ex-
tracting from people Iarpe sums in money
or shares, to induce them to clear out.
In his opinion the Government were
nearly on the right track. He did not
see much difference hetween the proposal
of the Government and that of the mem-
ber for Coolgardie (Mr. Morgans). The
only difference wasz that the Government
wanted to give some security. The Gov-
ernment specified 100 feet by 200 feet,
whereas the member for Cpolgardie urged
that there should be the same width, but
that it should run through the lease in a
direction to be marked out.

|
|
}

in Committee.

Mr. Morax: Let the Government
make the area three acres round the
shaft.

Tus PREMIER: That would be verr
good. We were almost agreed, and it
was only a question of how much of the
24 acres should be giver to the lease-
holder, so that he might sink a shaft,
put up his buildings, and get to work.
We might say to the whole of the miners
of West Australia, “If you go out into the
country and find a reef or a lease of 24
acres worth taking up, we will Le »gice-
able for you to have three acres for yous
self, and let 21 acres be appropriated by
others; and, provided it is a reef, you
cnn stick to the 50 feet, but, if not a
veef, then we will give you three acres
in a square block, or some other shape.”
N> one would say that was an unreason-
abl. proposition. If hon. members would
look at 1t in that way, we would be able
to come to some conclusion that would
be agreeable to everyone.

Mn. Lgage: The Premier had thrown
a little light on the subject; but he
hoped the right hon. gentleman did not
mean what he asserted, when he said
thnt he (Mr. Leake) knew nothing about
th subject,

Tae PREMIER: That was withdrawn.
te (the Premier) meant with regard to a
reef

Mr. LEAEE: It was his knowledge of
th subject which emabled him to appre-
ciate the argument of the Premier. The
object of the right hon. gentleman could
be carried out by inserting after the
word “claim,” in lieu of the words that
he (Mr. Leake) had proposed to strike
out, words to this effect: “until the ap-
plication is approved.” He understood
the Premier’s contention was that an al-
Tuvial miner should have a right to go on
to the land' applied for as a lease, up to
the time when the application was ap-
preved ; and, that being so, he would as-
sist the right bon. gentleman with an
argument in favour of that contention.
Suppose & boau fide piece of reefing land,
having on either side of it alluvial soil :
that there was no doubt the men had
pegged out the ground, believing it to
be reefing country; then the alluvial
man came along, and said, “No; there
is some alluvial ground there, I will pro-
spect that, not for the reef, but for allu-
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vial.” He would put his pegs in, and
could search for and obtain alluviel, if
any, within the original pegs. The alluvial
man would thus be unmolested ; and we
might agsume that so long as he was on
the ground for alluvial gold, his ebjection
to the lease being granted would be a
gound objection, and no application for
o lease in respect of land so situated
ghould be approved until the alluvial had
been worked out. The only nossible dan-
ger was that, where a man had been al-
lowed to peg out an alluvial claim under
his miner’s right, notwithstanding he
hal not abandoned the ground, the ap-
plication might be approved, and it might
turn: out & few days afterwards thatthere
was alluvial gold. The alluvial miner
mught then set up o grievance. It might
b: an imaginary one, but he SM.r
Leake} was putting this as a possibility,
and there wag not much in it. There
would be nothing to complain of, but
he really thought if the alluvial miner
wna able to prove to the satisfaction of
the warden that there was alluvial, and
he could do so if he was finding gold,
then the warden would never approve of
the application for a lease. He agreed
that & man who went out into a new
country and found an outerop, and pegged
it out, was entitled to have it.  The
chances were that under these circum-
stances none of the land which he ap-
plied for would be tested for alluvial
But, in the case of alluvial flats, such as
those about Kalgoorlie, the preatest care
should be exercised in regard to the ap-
plication for leases. The present Bill
centained a provision not in existence be-
fore, to the effect that the warden might,
if he thought fit, obtain evidence as to
whether or not the ground was likely to
bz alluvial. If that enactment were in
the Bill the wardens would not disregard
it, and would not recommend applications
indiscriminately, as they had done in the
past,

Mg. Morax : That was exactly the rule
in Victoria.

Mg, LEAKE: We must not talk about
dispossessing anybody. We should rather
put it that the original discoverer should,
as it were, be given a “leg in.” The next
man who came along with s miner’s right
could go on and prospect for alluvial
gold, and when he had exhausted his
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- rights and remedies, his license to search

t
|
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ghould be practically cancelled.

Mn. Moraaxs: He had all he could get.

Mr. LEAKE : He had all he could get,
and his own time to obtain it in. That
was what we wanted to ensure, and it
would be found that the miner would, with
the assistance of the warden, be able to
protect himself; as he would constitute
himself a sort of detective to prevent the
leaseholder from grabbing any possible
alluvial. The suggestion of the Premier,
perhaps modified somewhat in the terms
of the proposed new clause of the mem-
ber for Coolgardie, would meet the case.
He desired in the course of this debate
to arrive at what wag a just conolusion
Members were not present ag advocates,
but as judges of the situation; and if
we set out the principle which should
guide us, the Parliamentary draftsman
could give effect to the ideas agreed upon.

Mr. ILLINGWORTH: FExireme care
ghould be exercised in dealing with this
difficult question. The difficulty had
arisen from circumstances which were not
foreseen when the existing Act was being
considered by Parliament in 1895; and
although the Premier had given him credit
for creating the present difficulty by the
course he took in amending the mimng
law in 1893, yet that was hardly the
case, as he would show by quoting what
he actually said at the time, as reporicd
in Hansord on page 1155. Speaking
in 1895 on clause 30 of the Goldfields
Bill, “Entry upon lease for alluvial,”
Hansard reported him as follows:—

Mr. llingworth did not see why the alluvial
miner should only be permitted to look for
gold on the surface of a leaschold for twelve
months following the date of the application
for a lease. In Viectoria, at Dunolly, the
“Welcome” nugget had been found on ground
thot had been considered to be worked out
many years prior to the discovary. Every
facility should be given to the alluvial miner
to get gold, which added to the wealth of the
colony.

He thereupon moved that certain words
be struck out, and added : —

The allevial miner did not interfere with the
working of a mine in any way, and he should
be allowed to continue his search on the surface
at any time.

The member for Geraldton (Mr. Simp-
gon), and the member for Yilgarn (Mr.
Moran) spoke on the Bill tc the same
effiect in 1895. The development of min-
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ing in this colony had been of a character .
which raised & most important quertion,
and the Committee had now to deal with !
it. His experience was tbat alluvial |
country on other goldfields was always
distinctly meparate country; but in this
colony something distinetly new had been
found in alluvial mining, and a question
had been raiced as to whether the stuff
was alluvial or was a reef or lode. He
did not agree with those who argued that
the settlement of the dual title would af-
fect thecredit of this colony on the Lon-
don market, for what English investors
looked for was the right to prosecute
mining. The difficulty could be removed
only by taking one distinct and positive
line, and saying that no ground which
was alluvial should be granted on leass
at all until the Government were satisfied
that the alluvial was worked out; se-
condly, whenever the Government did
grant a lease, the holder of that lease
should be entitled to all the gold within
the four peps.

Mg, Morax : What about the hon. mem-
ber’s own amendment?

Mg. ILLINGWORTH: Tbat smend-
ment was quite consistent with what he
was now saying. A man who started to
find a reef and ultimately found alluvial
should be called upon o put on that ground
the necessary amount of labour for allu-
vial; in other words, such an amount of
labour as Parliament might determine to
be reasonable. The clause before us
proposed to perpetuate the very thing
which had caused the difficulty at the
outset. A man finding alluvial country
and pegging out should not be allowed
to lock up that country, because it would
not be in the interests of the mining in-
dustry generally to do so. The reefer
would not trouble himeself ahout alluvial,
when searching for a reef ; but what was
proposed in the Bill was that any man
might follow the prospector, go on the
ground, and find alluvial there if he could,
and be entitled to take it when he found
it. We should provide distinctly that the
fact of alluvial gold being found should
be sufficient to bar the granting of a
lease : but that point was not made clear
in the Bill. He would like to see the
niiner in this country, as was the case in

Tasmania, take out his lease for both .
alluvial and quartz mining, so that ground

. Committee.

heid under ailuvial conditions must be
worked accordingly, and ground held un-
der reefing conditions would be worked
in accordance with reefing requirements.
It should be made clear that, so long as
elluvial wae being obtained, that fact
should bloek the granting of a lease for
that piece of ground.

Trm Premier: In that case, the boun-
daries would be amended as proposed in
the Bill.

Mg, ILLINGWORTH: If the alluvial
vere shallow, it would be soon worked
out, and no harm would be done to the
lenseholder ; and that was the idea, when
the existing regulations were passed years
ago. If ithad been supposed at that time
that deep sinking would be found in this
colony, Parlinment would have acted dif-
ferently. In Bendigo, rich gold was found
along ancient gutters, and affer the allu-
vial was worked out, the same ground was
taken up on lease, and continued to be
held. Whenever o lense was granted in
this colony, we must make it clear that
the ground should belong absolutely to
the holder of the lease; therefore the
greatest care should be exercised that we
should not grant to the leaseholder a
lot of rich alluvial ground. That was
where the difficulty lay. A miner and his
friends might peg out lemses in this way,
and by combining their holdings they
might control an area of country sufficient
to keep 10,000 or 20,000 alluvial miners,
if the pround were worked under alluvial
conditions.

Mr. Morax: Suppose it were overlooked
for 40 yeara!

Mr. VorpeR: Supposing the aliuvial
men overlooked it?

Mr. ILLINGWORTH: A mnn and his
friends might per out a reef; and six
months having elapsed, the lease might
isgue before any diggers found there wns
alluvial there,

Mer. Morgaxs: It was impossible to
legislate for cases like that.

Me. ILLINGWORTH: It was not im-
possible to do so, and that was the object
of his amendment. The problem with
which the two leaders of the House were
struegling was that the afluvial man who
went on the land before the reefer pegged
out his application for lease obtained an
indisputable title, and could not be dis
possessed ; whereas a man who went on
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after the application arrived would obtain
only a permissory title, and could be dis-
possessed at the will of the warden at the
end of six months.

Mr. Morcans:
position.

Mr. ILLINGWORTH: It must, of
course, be taken for granted that the war-
den would not grant the lease, if the allu-
vial nian could prove that he was work-
ing alluvial gold ; but we were now legis-
lating, and not dealing with the discretion
of she warden,

Mz Morax : In every case, it was neces-
gary to rely on the warden’s discretion.

. Mg ILLINGWORTH: The presence of
alluvial - gold should be an effective bar
to the granting of a lease until the alluvial
was worked out, whether that alluvial had
heen discovered prior to or after the peg-
ging out by the intending lessee.

Mr. Morax: Or after the granting of

the leage?
M=, ILLINGWORTH : No.

Mg. MoraN : The Ivanhoe Venture lease
was granted a year before the discovery
of alluvial.

Mr. ILLINGWORTH said he wished
there was no Ivanhoe Venture, because
that case was so exceptional. If the Ivan-
hoe Venture people had complied with the
Act, and exercised their rights under its
provisions, there would have been no
trouble. All their rights could have been
obtained under sections 13 and 36 ; but
they had evidently been badly advised.
It was now proposed that, if a man pegged
an alluvial claim, no reefer could get a
title to the land comprised in that parti-
cular claim until the alluvial digrer aban-
doned work ; and, supposing a man had
found gold at 120ft., and it had taken him
six months to sink to that depth, everyone
else must necessarily be prevented frem
pegging on to the man who had firat dis-
covered the alluvial gold, or else ‘t woull
be necessary to waive the point—as he
(Mr. Illingworth) desired to show the
term of six months mentioned in clause 9
would be sufficient to dispossess the allu-
vial men. Suppose a man was T0ft. down
with his alluvial digging, and that others
appeared on the scene 2 3, or 4 months
after the first man had struck geld. The
reefer might conie along and take up o reef,
It might be said that no warden could

No; that was not the
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grant a lease ; but what was to prevent it
being granted under the Bill?

Mg. Morax: According to the hon.
member, 1t would never be granted, be-
cauge a fresh man might come on an hour
or g0 before the expiration of the six
months, and so it might go on for years.

MR. ILLINGWORTH ;: Ii there was al-
luvial on the ground, why should the lease
be granted? Was it not clear that the
Commictee desired to establish that allu-
vial gold should not be demised to
lessees?

MRr. Moraw: Not if the alluvial were
known to exist.

Mg, ILLINGWORTH: Precisely; and,
even if it were only known an hour before
the pranting of the lease, still it was
known. Unless we established the prin-
ciple that no lease be granted to any reefer
of land known to contain alluvial, we
should find ourselves in a worse difficulty
than we had ever faced before.

Tue Prexier: Suppoging a lease of
ground containing alluvial were issued by
the authorities, and the lessees spent a
large sum of money on it, the Government
maintained that such lease must be held
to be good.

Mr. ILLINGWORTH : Undoubtedly a
lease once issued must be inviolate, even
if the ground turned out to be solid allu-
vial ; but, if a lessee took up ground be-
cause he saw a reef outcropping upon it,
and it afterwards proved to contain allu-
vial, the lessee should be called upon to
put on enough labour to get the gold out;
and, if he would not do so, he should be
compelled to abandon.

Mz, Moraaxs: The warden svould not
grant a lease of such ground.

Mg, ILLLINGWORTH : Was it wise to
allow such a matter to be settled by the
mere ipse dirit of the warden? It wns
neceseary to consider the Premix’e sug-
gestion: that, when & mon had found
a good reef, it was possible for another
o peg out one or two claims alongside
of it on pretenge that the f'round was
alluvial, and thus te blackmail the
oririnal applicant until he got an interest
in the claim. None would desire to as-
sist such blackmailers by legislation;
but the Committee, in their fear of en-
couraging the blackmailer, might do ir-
reparable wrong to the 1etr1tunate alluvial
miner, and nurrht. prevent a large number
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of persons getting gold, which would be | lakour conditions stipulated there should

distributed over the ordinary avenues of
trade in the colony, instead of being
sent, every ounce of it, to London.

Mr. Morax: How could every ounce
go away?

Mr. ILLINGWORTH: We were speak-
ing in general terms. True, wages must
be paid ; but, inrespect of its dividend list,
this colony stood at the top of the tree.

Mr. Moran: How many mines were
paying dividends?

Mr. ILLINGWORTH: Never mind.
Our mines were only in their infancy.
H-~ asked the member for Coolgardie (Mr.
Morgans) to accept the suggestion of the
Mirister of Mines as a basgis for discus-
sion. It would meet the difficulty much
better than the bon. member’s amend-
ment. There was no question of princi-
ple as between the two amendments, and
he therefore asked the hon. member to
withdraw the smendment in favour of
that of the Government.

Mr. MORGANS: Undoubtedly it was
necessary to draw a clear line of demareca-
iion hetween the interests of the alluvial
miner and the leaseholder. Any further
an-biguity would be fatal. The rights of
each must be made absolutely clear, so
that no difficulties could arise in the
future. The last speaker. (Mr. Iliing-
worth) was mistaken in his idea as to the
object of the London capitalist.

Me. IrunawortH: That was a matter
of opinion,

Mr. MORGANS: The London capital-
ist wanted two things: firstly, an assured
title to all he was supposed to possess,
and, secondly, security for the tenure of
that title. When those two things were
secured by the London capitalist, or any
other, he would be perfectly satisfied.
bte (Mr. Morgans} had always said in
thizs House that he considered the labour
conditions under the mining laws absurd,
anl entirely against the best interests of
the working man. We might safely say
that 70 per cent. of the leases held in the
whole of the colonv were held by prospec-
tors who were not capitalista, and there-
{vre the labour conditions told upon th»n
more severely than upon anybody else.
They were the persons who suffered from
these severe conditions, and not the
cnpitalists. What did it matter to a
mine held by a oapitalirt whether the

b2 one man to six acres or one man to
ong¢ acrel

Mr. Juuxaworta : A good bit.

Mr. MORGANS: It did not make the
slightest difference. The object of the
Government was, as he understood it—
and he was sure it was the object
he himself had in view — to find
some satisfactory means for enabling
the alluvial miner to work with-
out let or hindrance in any way, and with-
out interfering with the rights of lease-
holders. He did not consider that prob-
lem impossible of solution, though he
was bound to admit it was difficult. The
proposal of the Government and his own’
motion were tending in that direotion,
and he was quite prepared to drop his
nrotion, as the member for North-East
Coolgardie (Mr. Vosper) said he con-
sidered the propesal made by the Govern-
ment better than the one made by him
(Mr. Morgans).

MR. Vosper: As a basis for discussion.

Mr. MORGANS: This proposal made
it clearer than did that of the Gov-

ernment, in his opinion ; oput te
was prepared to retire it, and to
gtick to that brought in by the
Government. The alluvial miner’s

position was that he had = rignt under the
law to peg out an alluvial claim on a
lease that had been applied for; and it
was perfectly clear, in what the Govern-
ment laid down in the clauses of this
Bill, that if there was the slightest
chance or probability of alluvial exist-
ing on any piece of ground applied for,
they simply would not grant the lemse.
Was not that a sufficient guarantee to the
alluvial miner? Clause 9 said : —* Before
the hearing of any application for a lease,
the warden may obtain a report thereon,
from a person to e appointed by him for
that purpose.”

Mr. ILLixeworTH : A warden might not
obtain such report.

MRr. MORGANS: Then let the clause
provide that he should do so. Theclause
proceeded : “and if such person shall re-
port that the ground applied for is known
to contain, or is likely to develop alluvial,
the warden may postpone the hearing for
such time as he may think fit, not ex
ceeding six months.” Thus the alluvial
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miner was absolutely protected by that
olause, and what more could he desire?

Mg, Vosper: The alluvial miner was
possibly protected by the clause, but not
absolutely.

Mp. IntivewomrTH: It depended very
muoh upon the warden.

Mgr. MORGANS: If that clause could
be made clearer, he would have no ob-
jection.

Mr. VosprEr: It should depend upon the
facts, and nof the warden.

Mzr. WaLpLace: Who would decide the
factsl

Mr. MORGANS: It was a question of
proving to the Government, or the
warden, or both, that alluvial did or
did not exist. As long as it was proved
that alluvial gold existed on the ground,
a lease could not be granted. Before
granting o lease, the Government would
bz obliged to seek the advice of experts—
mining inspectors, or wardens, or someone
fitted to give that advice. As to the
staternent by the member for Central
Murchison (Mr. Illingwérth) regarding a
man poing out into the back blocks and
pegging oul a leage, the warden would
not grant a lease if any alluvial miner
chose to come and say there was alluvial
gold on the property. '

Mr. InLixaworTi: The warden might
not know anything about it.

Mr. MORGANS: If a man had gone
into the back blocks and found a lease
containing alluvial gold, the Government
would be justified, after six months, in
giving it to him.

Mg. IvunewortH: Yes.
work it.

Mr. MORGANS: It must be admitted
that if be had a lease, he would only
have four men on a block of 24 acres,
He {(Mr. Morgans) again urged that if a
man went out to the back blocks and
found such a lease as that referred to, and
no one was sufficiently interested during
the six months to ascertein whether there
was alluviad or not, the person wanting a
lease would be justified in asking the Gov-
ernment, to give him one, Probably the
member for Central Murchison did not
mean to convey such an impression, but
he stated that the principle we should
go on would be that no man should be
granted a leasé as long as any alluviai
was found upon the land.

If he would
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MR. ILuixawoRTH: As long as any man
was working upon it

Mr. MORGANS : There was not a single
lease in the whole of Western Australia
upon which some alluvial gold could not
be found, if they washed the surface of the
ground,

" Mr. ILuineworTH : That was stretching
a point.

MRr. Vosper: There were gsome places
where they could not find any gold what-
ever.

Mr. MORGANS: Even on the worth-
less leages of Kalgoorlie, if they took up
the surface soil on a reef, they would find
gold. We should not allow it to be un-
derstood we intended no lease should be
granted as long as any alluvial was found
on the property; because that would be
absolutely dangerous and unworkable.
Where a man had ¢ pegs in, marking
out an area of 24 acres, if he had sunk a
shaft 100, 120, or 150 feet in gearch of a
reef, and found alluvial gold, he should
have some reward for it, and a fair re-
ward would be to give him a strip of
ground only 100 feet through the whole
of his lease, or, if he liked, across it.
At any rate, he should have a strip of
ground 100 feet wide from boundary to
boundary, which would simply mean that
on a 24-acre block he would pet about
3 avres. Would any reasonable man ob-
jeet to anyone who had sunk a shaft under
those conditions, and had found gold at
that depth, obiaining » reward of 3 acres?

MR. ILuivawoRrTh : Certainly not.

Mg. Vosrer: No.

MR. Moraw: The alluvial man would.

Mr. MORGAXNS : In his opinion the al-
luvinl man would not. He was glad to
henr the member for North-East Coolgar-
die say “no.” If what he suggested com-
mended itself to the members of the
House, he was prepared to withdraw his
motion and make what he had mentioned
the only condition, namely, that if a man
sunk and found alluvial gold, or other-
wise, nnd wished to take out a small strip
of ground, one-eighth enly of the 24 acres
within his four pegs, he should have it as
a reward claim.

Mpr. Iuixaworte : That would be be-
fore the granting of the lease.

Mr. MORGANS: When a man had his
lease, he would have everything. If the
proposal he had mentioned commended
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itself to the judgment of the House, he
would support if, and would assist in
every way to carry it through. He did
not desire any more for the leaseholder;
and he wished fo hwpress upon members
that in fighting for the leaseholder, he
was not fighting for the capitalist, but
for the working man, because working
men more than any others were lease-
holders,

Mg, Vosper: The member for Coolgar-
die (Mr. Morgans) would be signing the
labour platform next.

Me, MORGANS: The labour platform
would be signed at any timeby him, when
those belonging to it were within the
bounds of reason; but he would not sign
the planks of the platform as laid down
in Kalgoorlie the other night by the sup-
posed leaders of the labour party. As
lougr as the working man did what he
expected the capitalist, or anyone con-
nected with mining, to do—keep within
the bounds of reason and moderation—
he would always be willing to support him.

At 6.30 p.m. the Cmamuan left the
chair.

At 7.30 the CHArMAN resumed the
chair.

Mr. MORGANS: Every member of
the Committee desired to protect the in-
terests of the alluvial miner; but the
status of the alluvial miner must not be
lost sight of, when considering the clause.
Whilst all were agreed as to the import-
ance, and the fairness and the justice of
protecting the intereste of the alluvial
niiner, the part he pleyed in the mining
industry was amall when compared with
that of the leaseholder; for the alluvial
miner had produced only about 10 per
cent., and probably less, of the whole of
the gold produced in the colony since
1894,  As to his position in the future,
the production of pgold by him would
probably decrease. Therefore, while not
wishing to curtail the rights of the allu-
vial miner, he (Mr. Morgans) wished to
show the importance of dealing out even-

handed justice to the leaseholder, in view

ol the important position the leaseholder
occupied in the production of gold. The
Legislature should exercise the greatest
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caution in arriving at a solution of the
rights of the alluvial miner and of the
leaseholder.  With leave, he would with-
draw his emendment, subject to the alte-
ration in the clause as suggested, that a
man pegging out a lease should have a
right, as a reward claim, to peg out three
ACTes

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn.

Me. VOSPER: This Bill was by no
means the clear measure members at first
thought. We had heard various inter-
pretations of the provigions by difierent
members, and those interpretations had
been so different that we could only come
to the conclusion that, if the Bill passed
in its present form or with the amend.
ments now before the Committee, the re-
sult would be disastrous te the mining
industry ; for, as had been said, there
was likely to be as much litization in the
future as in the past. There had been
some serious famlt in the drafting of the
measure, as shown in the divergent viewy
given by the leader of the Opposition
and the Premier. The leader of the
Opposition declared that the effect of the
Bill would be to allow the alluvial miner
to work on ground which was subject to
an application for a lease, after six
months had expired, while the Premier
thought as soon as the six months were
over the alluvial miner would be turned
ofi the leased ground.

Tae Preamier: After the lease was
granted.

Mr. VOSPER: The alluvial miner
would be liable to be turned off at the
end of six months. That was what he
understood the Premier to say.,

Tne Premier: When the leaseholder
got his leasc.

Mg. VOSPER: The leader of the Op-
position seemed to think the alluvial
miner would be able to retain his claim
until he had worked it out.

Mr. Leake: As the Bill was drawn,
the holder of a miner’s right could stay
on the ground as long as he liked.

Mr. VOSPER: That was the view of
the member for Albany; but the Pre.
mier’s view was that the intentiom of the
Bill was to allow the alluvial miner to
remain on the ground for six months.

Tae Prewmer: The hearing must take
place in six months.
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Mp. VOSPER: Yes; the hearing was
postponed for six months. = Supposing
o man went on a lease and remained
tbhere for six months, until the hearing
of the application, at the end of that
time it appeared he would be able to cop-
tinue to work his claim. What he (Mr
Vosper) wanted to know was, would the
alluvial miner be allowed to centinue the
work, or would he Dbe turned off the
lease?

Tue Premier: If the warden decided
there was no alluvial, he would turn the
alluvial men off.

Mg. VOSPER: According to the Pre
mier, if the warden considered there was
not gufficient reason for the alluvial men
remeining on the ground which was the
subject of an application for lease, they
were liable to be evicted. On the other
hand the member for Albany (Mr. Leake)
led one to understand that, se long as
the men were in occupation or searching
for alluvial, no leage could be granted;
ard that, even if a leage were granted, it
would not affect the claims themselves,
although it might go all around them.

TrE Presien: Evidence would be taken
in the warden’s court.

Mg. VOSPER: But if there was differ-
ence of opinion in this Chmmnber, what
difierence of opinion would there not be
amongst the public outside?!

Mpr. LEAKE explained that when he
spoke befors he was arguing on the
amendment proposed by the member for
Coolgardie (Mr. Moryans). As that
amendment was drawn, 1if a ¢laim was
taken under a miner’s right, it became
ap indefeasible claim, and was just as good
as if it were an alluvial claim pegged out
on Crown land.

Mpg. Iuinagworrd : Did that apply after
an application?

Mr. LEAKE: Yes; if a man marked
out an application for a lease, he got no
title, and the alluvial miner could come
along, under the amendment of the mem-
ber for Coolgardie, and peg ont on the
land in respect of which a lease had been
applied for, and the alluvial miner’s
claim would be absolutely indefeasible,
Under the Bill, the position was nearly
the same as that set forth in the amend-
ment proposed by the Premier. The
title would hold good until the annlica-
tion for a leasze had been approved of.

(4 Qcroser, 1898.]
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Mg. VOSPER : Supposing alluvial dig-
gers, under the circumstances, had gone
down 60 or 70 feet through alluvial de-
bris, the warden’s inspector might report
there were no traces of afluvial wash, and
a lease might be granted.

Trae Premier: But o lease need not
uecessarily be granted.

Mr. VOSPER: But risks had to be
congidered in discussing this question.

MR. Moroaxs: No warden would grant
s lease under the circumstances.

Mr. YOSPER: What guarantee was
there of that! Wardens had done most
extraordinary things in the paet, and
might do them in the future, and a lenge
might be granted, although the diggers
might be within four or five feet, or four
or five inches, of alluvial wash.

Mg. Leaxs: The alluvial digger could
be heard, as the objector to the granting
of the lease.

Tue Presier:
fair trial,

Mr. VOSPER: But what hope would
there be for the alluvial miner against
the evidence of the inspector? The war-
den would bealmost bound to give his
decision in faveur of the leaseholder. T¢
it was good emough to allow a man to
take up an alluvial ¢laim on ground the
sunject of an application for o leate, he
sheuld be allowed to continue and reap
the reward of his labour. There was a
conflict as to what the Bill did mean, and
this showed that it did not express the
wishes of the country or the wishes of
hon. members. He (Mr. Vosper) pro-
tested now, as he protested on Friday
night last, against the subject of allemed
blackmailing being brought inte this de-
bate. There had been no evidence of
blackmniling forthcoming.  On TFridny
night Inst he niade an assertion that there
were hundreds of claims pegged out on
the lenses in the Broad Arrow district,
and this assertion was fatly contradicted
by the Minister of Mines. Since then he
(Mr. Vosper) had made inqgiiries. and he
found he wans wrong in some of his repre-
genfations; and he frarkly made this
admission. A wire to the editor of the
Broad Arrow Standard elicited the
information that a few such leases had
been pezzed out, and that the nyhlic
feeling there was very Ditter azainst tla
Bill. That information proved that there

And there would he a
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wasg some truth in the assertion that there
were diggers on the leases; but the wild
assertion about blackmailing had not
Leen proved. There was no great danger
from blackmailing ; indeed, blackmiailing
gould hardly occur, because the lshour
conditions in alluvial mining were notori-
ously bard, and to peg out claims and
employ labour werely for the purposes of
blackmailing would be to enter into a
gigantic conspiracy with all the chances
of betrayal. If the Premier’s interpreta-
tion of this clause was correct, we would
have, as in the past, men resisting the
interpretation of the law. The object of
the Committee ought not to be to pro-
mote differences, but to settle them ; and
if we were to have the Ivanhoe and Bulong
troubles over again there had better be
no legislation at all. If o wan took up
a claim under a miner’s right, and was
in possession, that miner’s right must be
as inviolate as any lease. Once on the
graund, it would be impossible to turn
alluvial diggers off ; there was no law ov
authority powerful enough to do it.

Tre Mix1s18R oF Mines : But they must
be turned off, if they were there unlaw-
fully.

Mgr. VOSPER: It was all very well to
say “must,” but the Committee were try-
ing to settle disputes and not promote
them. The result of the proposed legis-
lantion would be to create fresh disputes,
and there would be ns much trouble to
drive men off ground, the subject of ap-
plicntion for leases, as there was to drive
them off the Ivanhoe lease. As long as
hz chose to spend his money, to comply
with the labour conditions, and to fulfil
the law, we had no right to interfere with
him  We should not have had one-tenth
of the debate which had taken place, if
the proposal made had been perfectly
clear ; but with the present confused
state of the Bill, we should have a repe-
tition of all the trouble and public agita-
tion recently experienced. There would
be the snine number of appeals, and per-

haps a larger number, and the titles would -

he in jeopardy. Surely this Bill should
make matters better, or things should be
left alone. Every man whe found a new
distriet had the privilege, under the ex-
isting law, of obtaining a prospecting re-
ward claim ; and, having obtained a re-
ward claim, he was at liberty to peg out
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ground. If we had a generous provision
making a large allowance for a reef re-
ward claim, and a. prospector found a new
reef, pegged out a reward claim, and then
applied for o lease, that application for
a lease could be left open as long as he
liked, because the prospector would bhe
working his reward claim, and the lease
would answer the purpose of extending
hiz property and enabling him to float
a large company, or something of that
kind. A prospector should be allowed to
take up a liberal area, and then, having
obiained that ground, he could put in his
clmum when he thought fit for leasing pur-
poses, allowing it to remain in abeyance
until such time as the alluvial was ex-
hausted.  According to the Premier, if
the warden, at any time after the first
six months, thought the ground did not
contain alluvial, he could dispossess the
alluvial diggers. If that was the effect
of the Bill, and he was bound to defer
to the Premier’s interpretation, then it
was another example of the gross injus-
tice the miner had to put up with. Vari-
ioux suggestions had bheen made as to the
gpace which should be given the appli-
capt for lease to work in, undisturbed by
the alluvial men. One was that he should
have a space of 100 feet in width right
across the lease. This was certainly a
fairer plan than to allow the man to peg
out a supposed reef or lode which might
have no existence, thus placing the appli-
cunt in the position of telling & construc-
tive falsehood. But the best suggestion
was the proposal of the member for East
Coolgardie (Mr. Moran), that in such a
case the applicant for lease should he
allowed 2 reserve of three acres for the
erection of his shaft and buildings, and
for carrying on operations generally, which
space should be inviolate from entry by
the alluvial miner. Then there was his
{Mr. Vosper’s) suggestion of a 30ft. limit,
not only on the reef or lode, but also in
respect of the buildings of the lessee.
That was not ae good n suggestion as
the former one, because it might be pos-
sible for the lessee to so distribute his
Luildings as te make the rights of the
alluvial men a dead letter; therefore he
{Mr. Vosper) would not propose his
anendment to that effect, but would
support the proposal of the member for
East Coolgardie. The meuber for Cen
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tral Murchizson (Mr. Illingworth) put the
case well when he said the problem was
te reserve all the alluvial for the allu-
vial miner, and further to provide that
a]l gold within the pegs should be the
leaseholder’s as soon as the lease was
granted. He (Mr. Vosper) did not al-
together hold with that view, though it
had much to recommend it. True, we
should do everything passible, consis-
teat with justice, to give security of
tenure ; but the member for Central
Murchison appeared to have overlooked
the important consideration that, after
all, our present law did not give, and
never had given, the leaseholder any
right to the alluvial. By the terms of
the Act, the leaseholder was given to
understand that he could only work
ledes, dikes, reefs and veins. That
was the interpretation of section 36.

Mr. Morax: Had the hon. member
ever geen the lease instrument?

Mgr. VOSPER: Yes

Mr. Morarn: That gave the leaseholder
a title to all deposiis in, on, and under
the surface of his lease.

Mr. VOSPER: The lease instrument
was obviously inferior to the Act, and
must therefore give way to the Act.

Mr. Morax: No; the Act was indefi-
nite on the point.

Mer. YOSPER : That was a question of
interpretation, for lawyers to argue; but
as the Act had been worked so far, the
leaseholder admittedly had the right te
the lodes and reefs, and the alluwvial
niiner to the alluvial. That alluvial was
a valuable national asset, which could
be worked with little labour and capital.
Its production meant added prosperity
to the community, and was the means of
distributing money among the very class
of people most likely to promote the
intereste of mining.

Mzr. Woop: They would clear out as
goon as they made money.

Mr. VUSPER: No; as a rule they
went further into the interior of the
colony in search of fresh deposits. Dur
ing the last few days the population of
Kanowna had decreased by 2,000 or
3,000, The people had not left the
colony, but had gone to Broad Arrow.
30 miles off, to a new rush. He assured
the hon. member that he had seen men
tu the interior of the colony who ha¢
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been here ever since the Kimberley rusn,
and who had been on every goldfield and
alluvial rush in the colony. Some of
these men had never seen the zea coast
gince the time of the Kimberley rush.
There was one man in Perth now whu
was making hig first visit to the city
gince the discovery of Hall’s Creek, hav-
ing been engaged in prospecting and min-
ing during the whole of that period.
The person who came to an alluvial rush
and went away as scon as the output fell
off was a camp follower, and not a genuine
digger.

Mr. Morax: But he called himself an
alluvial miner.

Mr. VOSPER: It did not matter what
he called himself. The genuine alluvial
niner followed up the pold discoveries
from rush to rush, and from colony to
colony. We had this national asset in
the alluvial, and was it to be exploited
rapidly to the immediate benefit of the
country, or to be locked up in large
areas, to the exclusion of our working
population, thus deferring its exploita
tion?  All would admit we wanted capi
tal immediately, and it was undeniabls
that the alluvial diggers of the colony
were at present producing a large quan.
ity of gold.  Though the Bill did net
interfere with present workings, it pro-
posed to a certain extent to limit their
fuiure development; and anything which
would have a tendency to shut up leases
containing alluvinl would have the effect
of limiting the area over which alluvial
would be found. Could we afford to
give the leaseholder the exclusive right
to all the alluvial, in face of the fact that
he was only supposed to employ one man
to six acres, and to pay a rental of £1
per annuwl per acre?

Mr. Leakg: That was not the propo-
sition.

Mr. VOSPER: True; that was not
proposed in reference to applications for
leases ; but he was speaking in reference
to the general question of the dual title ;
and it should be provided, in cases where
leaseholders took up ground consisting
exclugively or largely of alluvial, that
upoen the discovery of alluvial, a portion
of that ground should be thrown open
to the general public, or the same labour
conditions imposed upon the lessee as
the alluvial miners themselves would have
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to fulfil, in the event of their taking up
the ground in the ordinary way. The

[ASSEMBLY ]

member for Central Murchison had an

amendment on the Notice Paper provid-
ing that the lessee must comply with the
labour conditions. Lower down on the
paper he (Mr. Vosper) had a somewhat
different amendment. But, while fuily
acknowledging the strength of all the ar-
guments in favour of the abolition of the
dual title, he still held that the country
could not afford to lock up an immense
amount of treasure trove, which might be
locked up by the system of leasing pro-
posed in the Bill, if carried out by toc
ccmplaisant, or careless, or unjust war-
dens. It wasin vain to say that the Gov-
ernment would only appoint as wardens
men imbued with a sense of justice; for
there might not always be a Government
which set before the country such high
ideals as the Forrest Ministry, nor
might we always have wardens such as we
had at present ; and we must provide for
the evil days to come, as well ag for the
golden age of to-day. The neglect to do
50 would be a fatal blunder, the results of
which would not be long in manifesting
themselves.

Mz. IvLixeworTa: There would always
be a Forrest Ministry.

Mr. VOSPER: The old doctrine was
that all things human must come to an
end, and that must apply to the Forrest
Ministry, though possibly it was the ex-
ception to the rule; but it was doubtful
whether the Forrest Ministry would al-
waye have such a high class of servants
a8 it possessed in the poldfield wardens
of the present day. There was no guar-
antee that the rights of the alluvial miner
would be respected, after the expiry of the
term of 6 months mentioned in clause 9.
We were told it was secured by clause
9 ; but if in ¢lause 9 it was said the war-
den “shall” cbtain a report from the re-
gular inspector of mines for the district,
he (Mr. Vosper) would have a great deal
more confidence in the clause: but it chd
not say that. It said the warden “may”
abtain a report by some person appointed
by himself. There should he nn impera-
tive clause, because it would then give
some reasonable security to the miner,
and there should he a condition that as
Inng as afluvial or the prospect of nlluvial
was reported to exist on a lease, an apphi-

in Commiilee.

cation should not be granted. The clause
as it at present stood did not afford the
security to the alluvial miner which was
desired.  We had no guarantee in the
clause that the property would be pro-
perly examined. We had even eeen
gentlemen appointed as wardens who had
no previous experience of mining at all.
The decision whether alluvial existed on
a lease was a very important matter, and
we should be careful to see that the guar-

. antee was imnde as strong as possible. A

remark was made by the member for

" Coolgardie to the effect that the indus-

try of alluvial mining was not to be con-
sidered to any great extent.

Mr. MorGaxs: That was not asserted
by him.

Mg. VOSPER: The hon. member said
it was disproportionate. An assertion
made to support that argument was that
the alluvial industry ounly produced some
10 per cent. of the gold found in the
colony since 1894. He (Mr. Vosper)
doubted very much whether that state-
nient was aceurate, because it was & most
difficult thing to arrive at the quantity
of alluvial gold.

Mr. MoRroaxs:
it as approximate,

Mgr. VOSPER: If the approximate
figures were put na little higher, they
would be nearer the mark ; but whatever
the past had heen, we had to look at the
present and the future. The hon. mem-
Ler said there would prebably be less
than 10 per cent. in the future. Some
time ago, as long as alluvial miners con-
fined themselves to working the surface,
tkey did not produce a large amount,
though it was more than 10 per ceat.;
hut now that they had gone to depths
of 30ft. to 100ft., matters had materially
changed. Kanowna, which was only one
town in the district he had the honour
to represent, produced 13,0000z. in Sep-
tember, and in August over 12,0000z.
The field the member for Coolgardie re-
prerented wag a reefing field, and the
whole of it produced 7,0000z. & month,
whereas one field in his (Mr. Vasper’s)
constituency produced nearly twice as
much as that. We knew Kanowna to be
the second goldfield in the colony. Tak-
ine North-East Colgardie as a whole, we
found it did not rank higher than second,
hut it came nearer to Kalgoorlie than any

For that reason he put
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other, The whole of this was due to the
alluvial industry, and was the result of
about 12 months’ work.  All thig deep-
lead business was entirely new, yet we
had these astounding results during such
a short time. The probability io regard
to the future was, therefore, that this
alluvial industry would increase rather
than decrease, and it would be unwise to
interfere with it. It would be a mistake
to pass legislation that would crush out
an industry which was becoming very
valuable. If there had not been this rush
to Broad Arrow, Bulong, and other places,
how many men would have been em-
ployed?

Mg. Moraaxs: If the proposed law Lad
been in existence, it would not have intur-
fered with the men in those places.

Mg. VOSPER: It would have inter-
fered with those at Bulong,

MR. Moroaxs: Not thoss at Kanowna.

Mr. VOSPER: The ‘hon. member was
wrong. He had more than once pointed
out that the Q.E.D. lead was one of the
maosb productive. The lease had not been
abandoned, but it had been under exemp-
tion, or something of that kind. And be-
gides the Q.E.D- lead, there were a large
number of instances.

Mg. Moran: What was the output of
goldi

Mr. VOSPER: It was, he thought,
something like 4,000 or 5,000 ounces. If
such a law as that proposed had been
passed 12 months ago, it would have
tended to hamper the development of
Kanowna to a large extent ; it would have
entirely prohibited an industry upon a
small extent at Broad Arrow ; and it would
have interfered with centres all over the
colony. As long as the alluvial miner was
getting & small quantity of gold off the
surface, no leaseholder thought it worth
while fo interfere with him ; but as zoon
a9 he began to drag gold out of the bowels
of the earth, there was an outcry for the
abolition of the dual title. We were pro-
posing to prevent the alluvial miner from
working on leascholds #ltogether.

Mr. Lrakn: Then the hon. member was
in favour of the dual title?

Mr. VOSPER : Not as it was at present.

A Mexser: What was the hon, member
in favour of?

Mz, VOSPER: If we were going to give
the leaseholder the right to wark the allu-
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vial ground, we should compel him to “ake
up the alluvial responsibilities. Either
we must do that or, if a man succeeded
in inducing the Government by any means
to grant him a lease of ground which did
not contain a reef, but which did contain
alluvial, we must fell him that he pegped
out the lease for a certain purpose which
could not be accomplished, therefore the
lease was at an end. Members should
seriously consider, before passing this
clause and the next, whether we were
zoing to do anything that would have :he
effect of hampering an industry svhicih
produced the gold on the spot, and d's-
tributed the gold on the spot. We <new
that moat of the wages earnsd om the
reefs went out of the colony.

Tae Preumier: Wages earned on allu-
vial ground, too.

Mr. VOSPER: Neerly all the divi-
dends derived from leaseholds went out
of the colony, whereas a very large pro-
portion of the wages earned on alluvial
ground stopped here and acted az a fer-
tilising stream to the colony, helping to
tide Western Australia over the pericd of
depression from whick she was now suffer-
ing. He was convinced that & great denl
of the discussion which had taken place
on the clauses of the Bill was due to the
confusion contdined in the Bill itself. We
spent nearly seven hours on Friday night
in discussing one clause, one paragraph
in the Bill, and now we had spent this
evening from about 5 o'elock.

Tug Premier: The hon. member had
himself oceupied a great deal of time.

Mr. VOSPER: Not one-third of she
time had been occupied by bim. The re-
sponsibility was cast upon him of speak-
ing fur the alluvial miner as he undes-
stood him,

Tue Presier: Other members under-
stood him just as well,

Mz, VOSPER: The right hon. gentle-
man did not understand the alluvial miner
very well, when he became acquainted
with him a little while ago.

Tus MinisTER oF Mines: The alluvial
miners understood him (the Minister of
Mines), and he understood alluvial miners
just as well as did the member for North-
East Coolgardie.

Twe PreMiER : The member for North-
East Coolgardie did not possess all the
knowledge.
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Mg. VOSPER: There was no preten- °

gion on his part to possess all the know-
ledge. It was unfortunate that the allu-
vial miners were concentrated in North-
East Coclgardie. If they were spread
about the country, they would possibly
have more friends ; but as they were con-
centrated in one electorate, upon his (Mr.

Vosper's) shoulders was cast the respon- .

sibility of urging their special case.

Me. Ewixa: Nonsense!

A MpuBER :
much of that.

Mg, VOSPER: Such a statement was
unhesitatingly made by him. We had
henrd that at all costa we must abolish
the dual title. He recognised that, and
accepted it; but he submitted that we
must hedge the proposal round with cer-
tain conditions which would preserve the
alluvial industry. No other member of
the House at the present time had at-
tempted to speak as fully on bebalf of the
alluvial miners as he had done. Had the
member for the Swan done it?

Mr. Ewiva : Tt would be done by him
when the hon. member sat down.

Mr. VOSPER: The member for the
Swan had been doing his level best to
damage the alluvial miner elsewhere. He
did not blame the hon. member for that,
a® it was acase of fees, and ho more. The
respongibility of protecting the interests
of the alluvial miners was, as he had said,
cagt upon his (Mr. Vosper’s) shoulders,
and he would be failing in his duty if
he did not accept the respomsibility.

Mg. Moroaxs: What about the mem-
ber for Central Murchison?

Mr. VOSPER: The member for Cen-
tral Murchison (Mr. Illingworth), like him-
self had spoken on behalf of the alluvial
miners, but was not so directly interested
in the alluvial industry.

A Meuser: How about the member
for North Murchison (Mr. Kenny)}?

Mg, VOSPER : The member for North
Murchison had not joined in the debate
yet. He (Mr. Vosper) wished to reaffirm
that there’ would not have been all this
discussion about the Bill, had it not been
for the fact that we tried to confound

Members had heard toc

three or four different principles, and
work them out in three or four clauses of
the Bill. If there had been a clause or
series of clauses dealing with the rights .
and privileges of quarts prospectors, an-
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other clause dealing with rights of lease-
holders, and a third dealing with the al-
luvial miner, telling him how far he
might go and where he would have to
stop, we would have saved much of this
discussion. No attempt had been made
to.do that, but there was an endeavour
to rush through at express speed a Bill
advocating the abolition of the dual title,
Certain members said they desired to pre-
serve what they conceived to Dbe the
rights of the alluvial miner ; but between
their evident desire to get the dual title
nbolished and their somewhat lukewarm
wish to protect the rights of the alluvial
miner, we were in a hopeless state of con-
fusion. He did not intend to let the de-
bate cease without his opinions being ex-
pressed, and, if necessary, he would go
on till doomsday.

Tue MINISTER OF MINES: If the
member for North-East Coolgardie took
the trouble to look into the Bill, he
would understand it clearly ; but he must
remember that this Bill should he read
with the principal Act, and the principal
Act gave the Governor power to grant
lenses except bn land which, in the
omnion of the warden, was exclusively
alluvial. When a warden sent down a
recommendation against the granting of
an application for a lense, saying the
ground contained alluvial, the Governor
would have no power to grant that lease.
Who was to decide the point?  The
member for Nu.th-East Coolgardie
seemned to think the alluvial wminer
ghould decide it. There must be some
power to decide hetween the leazeholder
and the alluvial miner.

Mr. VosrEr: The inspector of mines,
he suggested.

Tue MINSTER OF MINES: Would
the hon. member say that any one would
decide this question better than the
warden, who was on the spot and had
the best opportunity of judging?
The Bill said "distinctly that no land
should be leazed which, in the opinion of
the warden, contained alluvial. Then
the hon. member thought that at the
end of six months a lease must be
granted. The warden might, if he
thought fit, send some one to examine
the land applied for; but he (the Mini-
ster) did not think it was necessary to
make that provision imperative. We had
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an enormous area of couniry, and if the
Government had to send some one to ex-
amine every piece of land before a lease
was granted, it wopuld cost an immense
amount of money. There was a large
extent of country which could not deve
lop alluvial, and in such pases leases
could be at once granted on the recom-
mendation. of the warden. All apnica-
tions must be heard in open court. The
Bill presented everything clearly, and
there was nothing confusing if the mea-
gsure was read with the principal Act
When an application was madz for a
lease, every opportunity was given to
the nlluvial miner to object to the lease
being pranted. Notice of the applica-
tion. had to be posted in the warden’s
court and a notice posted on the land.
What more conld be done? There must
be some firality. The warden wond
hear the ¢case in open court, and if, in his
opinion the land was not exclusively
alluvial, he would recommend that 'hLe
lease be granted, and then all the gold
within that lease would be the property
of the leaseholder. If a miner uncier the
law as it existed now took up an ordi
nary quartz claim and found alluvial
upon it, all the gold within the four
corners of his lease belonged to him.
Then again, when an application for a
lease was being heard, and there was a
man on the lease working alluvial, and
he found alluvial, the warden could not
recommend the pranting of a lease, and
we must surely allow the warden to have
some senge of justice. He believed the
wardens had a sense of justice.  The
member for North-East Coolgardie stated
that the wardens were careless and in-
luenced.

Mr. Vosrer said he made no such re-
mark.

Tre MINISTER OF MINES said le
took the words down

Mgr. Vosrer: Wardens might be in
the future; that was what he said.

Tue MINISTER OF MINES: We had
good wardens, men of high standing,
and he thought the country was fortu-
nate in having men of the stamp we had
in this colony to fill the positions of war-
dens. Some hon. members had said
that if 2 miner was working on a leage
for alluvial and he found alluvial after
the lease was granted to the leaseholder,
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the claim should still remain the pro-
perty of the alluvial miner. Such a thing
was impoesible. While the alluvial miner
was working alluvial a lease of the ground
could not be granted, but because a man
wag working presumably for the purpose
of obtaining alluvial on a leaze, was that
any reason why a lease should not be
granted? When a man was working for
alluvial and getting alluvial a lease of the
land could not be granted, but as soon as
the alluvial was worked out a lease of the
land ¢ould be granted, and then the whole
of the gold became the property of the
lessee. Some hon. members had spid that
if the leaseholder found alluvial geld when
working his property he should be com-
pelled to work it according to the condi-
tions for alluvial. That idea could not
be worked out. Every power was given
in the Bill to prevent land exclusively al-
luvial being leased, but if in the event of
o lease being gramted the unfortunate
leaseholder came across a pocket of &l-
luvial, was he to man that lease under al-
luvial conditions? A leaseholder would
have to employ 224 men on a 24-acre
lease. If there was alluvial there, would
pot the leaseholder put on sufficient men
to take out that alluvial? If alluvial was
found on a lease, was it probable to sup-
pose that the leaseholder would run away
and not work it If the alluvial was goed
enough for the man with a miner’s right
to work, it was good enough for the lease-
holder, and the leaseholder would fulfil
the labour conditions.

Mg IuunveworrH: It would not hurt
to insist upon the conditions then.

Tue MINISTER OF MINES: There
would be interminable difficulties. We
ghould have to provide for a lease being
forfeitable if a leaseholder did not report
the alluvial when he found it. If it was
made conditional that a leaseholder, upon
finding alluvial, should work under al-
luvial labour conditions, then the lease
must be made forfeitable if the lease.
holder did uot report the finding of al-
luvial. Tn.the Bill everything that could
poszibly protect the alluvial miner had
been done. There was nothing confusing
about the measure. The clause might be
amended in some minor respects, but the
principle embodied was a good one. The
warden must have some discretionary
power as to obtaining reports upon the
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application for leases, and it would be no
use sending a man to report upon land
which was applied for as & lease unless he
were an expert. Good men would have
to be sent, and these men would not do
the work for a small sum. The conse-

quence would be that every lease granted .

might cost the country £20 or £30, or
perhaps £100 if the land was a long way
off. He hoped hon. members would not
retard the progress of the Bill, as he was
quite certain the majority of hon. mem-
bers were in accord with it.

Mg, EWING: The member for North.
East Coolgardie (Mr. Vosper) bad taken
upon himself thé responsibility of stating
that he was the only person in the As-
sembly who represented the interests of
the alluvial miner, and who was doing his
duty towards the people who sent him
into Parliament. It did appear to him
{Mr. Ewing) that there were a large num-
ber of members who were competent to
express their views on the question, and
who had done eo intelligently and in such
& menner as to enable those who were
laymen on the subject to gather a good
deal of information, and to exercise their
votes intelligently on the question. He
(Mr. Ewing) had gathered a great deal
of information from the speeches of many
members as to the importance of the al-
luvial interest, and.the hon. membur for
North-East Coolgardie was wrong when
he stated that he was the only champion
of that cause. There were many good
champions of that cause, and among the
members representing farming consti-
tuencies, he (Mr. Ewing) had taken the
trouble to go into Mr. Vosper’s own con-
stituency to find out the state of affairs
so as to be able to do his duty in the
House. As the representative of a
coastal district, he (Mr. Ewing) strongly
took exception to the remarks of the mem-
ber for North-East Coolgardie ; and if he
(Mr. Ewing) took exception to the re-
marks, every mining member in the House
wag justified in taking exception to them
also. Even leaving every other considera-
tion out of the question, the remarks of
the hon. member were indelicate, impro-
per, and unparliamentary, casting, as they
did, a slur on hon. members of not doing
their duty to their constituents. The
hon. member had taken the trouble to
make a long speech; but if there were

in Commitlee.

no greater champions of the alluvial
winers than the hon. member, their in-
terests would be sacrificed.” He (Mr.
Ewing) had been unable to gather what
the hon. member did or did not want.
‘The hon. member seemed to be full of all
sorts of extraordinary propositions, and,
when brought face to face with ome de-
finite amendment, he was in favour of
nothing and agninst everything. The
hon. member was in favour of the aloli-
fion of the dual title, and still he was
against the only reasonable proposition
for its abolition that had been made. The
Government had dealt with this question
inteiligently and well, sand in clause 9
had given all that the alluvial miner could
expect. The Government had appointed
certain persons in & judicial posi-
tion, whose actions were in open
court, and were reviewed in the
newspapers of the colony, and even in
the valuable weekly contributions of the
member for North-East Coolgardie. A
court of justice, presided over by an in-
telligent person, was the proper tribunal
to say whether or pot there existed on a
lease & condition of things which made
it undesirable, or desirablé, that a lease
should be granted. The contention of the
member for North-East Coolgardie, that
an alluvial miner's claim might be
taken away from him and his la-
bour lost, was utterly without founda-

tion. No warden in Western Austra-
ha or in a Britigh-speaking country
would, so long as a man was bona

fide working and searching for alluvial,
give a decision against such a man. He
(Mr. Ewing) had a better opinion of the

wardens of Australia, and of the adminia

tration of the law in this colony, than to
think these gentlemen were corrupt in
their dealings, or would deprive a work-
ing man or anybody of the right to earn
an honest livelihood ; and it was per-
fectly safe to leave this question in the
hands of the wardens. The Government
in their supgested amendments, had
grappled with the question well, and pre-
sented a solution of the difficulty. Tt
was desirable that the leaseholder should
have a certain amount of Innd in any
part of his lease he liked, where he could
sink a shaft and have an opportunity of
reasonahly and properly working his pro-
perty. When he (Mr. Ewing) cae from
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seeing the alluvial workings at Kanowna,
he was then, and was now, strongly of
opinion that the alluvial industry was of
the greatest possible value, nationally.
The interests of the alluvial miner should
be dealt with in such a way as to preserve
those interests, so far as they were con-
sistent with the interests of the lease-
holders, and so far as the interests of the
leaseholders were consistent with the in-
terests of the nation. When he went to
Kalgoorlie, he thought there must be
some solution of the difficulty. He went
with the member for the district round
some of the leases, and came to the con-
clusion, from the fact that there was a
large amount of machinery on the leases
there, that every company apparently re-
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quired a certain amouut of land te which |

they should have an absolute
which to place machinery, and that some
solution of the difficulty might be found,

title on -

such as was provided in the amendments

suggested by the Government.
member for North-East Coolgardie had
referred to a statement made by the Pre-
ier, and by other members of the House,
to the effect that the existing condition of
things presented opportunities for black-
mailing, and allowed certain action to be
taken by unprincipled persons to the pre-
judice of those engaged in the honest de-
velopment of leases. He (Mr. Ewing)
had had practical experience of the truth
of the statements made, and joined
issue with the member for North-

East Coolgardie when he said the
present condition of affairs was
not likely to lead to blackmail-

ing. He (Mr. Ewing) knew positively,
not only that the present condition of
things was likely to lead to blackmailing,
but that it had led to the formation of com-
panies in the city of Perth for the pur-
pose of blackmailing certain mining com-
panies in Western Australia. These com-
panies in Perth had sent men—he did not
say genuine alluvial miners, Lecause he
did not think they would be parties to
such 2 movemenf—but these companies
had sent parasites to certain leases, and
caused them to peg round the shaft, so as
to prevent -4 company depositing their
mullock or ore, and prevent their work-
ing the machinery. Those men fired
ghots so close to the mining company’s
workings, that it was impossible for the

The

i Commitiee. 2149

company’'s employees to work st the top
of the shaft, they having to move away
every quarter or half hour while those shots
were being fired. When those very men
were in the witndss-box av Peak Hill, he
asked them how much gold they bad got
in the two or three months they had been
at work, and the reply was: “T'wo or
three grains.” He then asked them why
they remasined there, and they replied
that they did not know. There was direct
evidence, to his mind, that these men
were not there for the buna fice working
of alluvial ; and if the Committee could
put their foot down on such a condition
of affairs, they would only be deing their
duty. With these facts befor: him, he
must join issue with the member for
North-East Coolgardie, when the latter
said the Premier was incorrect in assert-
ing that the existing condition of affairs
was likely to lead to the blackmailing of
mining companies. It was to be hoped
that every leaseholder would be given an
absolute title to a certain portion of land
on his leagehold, in any locality he liked,
i order that he might sink his shaft
safely, and have somewhere to depesit
his mullock and his ore, and some plac:-
on which to erect his machinery and
works.

Mg, GREGORY: The Minister of
Mines had told the Committee that every
protection was to be given to the alluvial
workers, and that any lease on which allu-
vial was supposed o be was to be re-
served for alluvial mining. In the next
breath, the Minister said it was impos-
sible to send the Government Geologist
to mscertain whether a lease would be
likely to develop alluvial or not. A man
might apply for o lease to which objee-
tions were to be lodged within a certsin
number of days, and if no objections were
lodged, the warden would recommend
that the lease be granted. Tt was pos-
sible that a fortnight or six weeks after
the application was made, the lease would
be approved, and from that day it would
he impossible for alluvial men to go on to
the ground. There ought to be a sub-
clause to this effect: “provided also that
no lease shall be approved until six
months after recommendation ; and should

* it be proved that alluvial exista on the

lease, the epproval chall be delayed.”
That would give a person six months in
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which to prove alluvial on the ground
If an alluvial miner was endeavouring to
find alluvial on the ground, it would be
his business to lodge an objection, and
he would have to prove that alluvial
existed. If some such sub-clause were
no: adopted, the whole country would be
taken up in leasehold, and it would be
impossible to have any‘t.hm.g like an allu-
vial rush on any of the goldfields. The
clause as it stood was all right for settled
districts like Kalgoorlie and Coolgardie,
but it did not apply to outside districts.
Such a proviso would not affect any
leases that had been issued.

Mr. Morgarns: It was a serious matter
to delay the approval of a lease.

Mr. GREGORY: There would not be
much danger in the delay. On the re
commendatlon of the warden, the lease.
holder generally went to work, thmkmg
it would be all right.

Tue MixisTeR oF Mixgs: But if there
was alluvial there, the lease would not
be recommended.

Mgr. GREGORY: As he had said, the
clause as it stood would not apply to
outaide districts like Mount Ida, so well
as it would apply in Kalgoarlie and Cool-
gardie, where the warden was fairly con-
versant with all the different ground,
and would very likely make a personal
icspection. The Minister of Mines had
assured the Committee that every pro-
tection would be given to the alluvial
niiner, but there was nothing in the Bill
to show any care would be taken. What
was the use of the conditions? There
were & lot of conditlons to enable a man
to go on the lease, but it was decided he
eshould not go on if the leaze had
already been granted.

Tae Mivieter oF Minves: An opportu-
nity was given him to satisfy himself
there was alluvial.

Mr. GREGORY: That could not be
done.

Tee Prexier: The warden must be
satisfied there was mo alluvial.

Ms. GREGORY: But the Minister of
Mines admitted that the warden could
not personally visit such places.

Tee Presmier: But he would make in-
quiries.

Mr. GREGORY : If the applicant said
there was no alluvial, it was not unlikely
the lease would be granted forthwith.
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Mr. OLDHAM: Admitting that he
knew little about alluvial or reef-
ing, though he had visited the fields, yet
the Committee were about to make a
grave mistake by passing such a clause
as this. It would be easy for him, by
quoting from Hanserd, to prove thein-
advisability of allowing 'this virgin colony
to be vested in the hands of British
capitalists.

Mr. Morax: No, no.

Mr. OLDHAM said he could quote
from the hon. member's speeches to
prove this contention. If we were to
have a repetition of the circum-
stances surrounding the ‘“Wealth of
Nations,” the country would soon be over
head and ears in debt to the British capi-
talist. It remained to be seen whether
he (Mr. Oldham), who was abgolutely un-
biassed and not pecuniarily interested
in gold-mining in this colony, did not
know more of the subject than those who
were actively emgaged in the industry.
The effect of this clause would be to
hand over miles and miles of country
to the large capitalist, which would
otherwise be worked in 70 feet sections
by alluvial diggers.

Mg. Moran: How so!

Meg. OLDHAM said he would explain
how.

Mg. Morgans: But the hon. member
had just admitted that he did not under-
stand the question.

Ma. OLDHAM: That argument had
been used over and over again. Quite
recently he had heard it used by the
Premier in reference to the leader of the
Opposition.

Lon Presier: The hon. member (Mr.
Oldham) admitted he knew nothing
sbout the subject of which be was speak-

ing.

Mr. OLDHAM : These were the obser-
vations which passed for arguments.

Mr. Moraw: Let the hon. member
give the Committee some information
about gold digging.

Tue PremieR: But he had made the
admission, to start with, that he knew
nothing about it.

Mg, OLDHAM: It would be to the
credit of the Premier if he occasionally
made admissions with equal candour.
He {(Mr. Oldham) again admitted that he
knew little about the subject.



Goldfields Amendment Bill :

Tre Premier: Then the Committee
could not be expected to display much
interest in what the hon. member said.

Mg. OLDHAM : It was not to be ex-
pected that the Premier would take much
interest in anything coming from the Op-
position side o:. the House. This was a
question concerning which he (Mr. Old-
bham) had some knowledge, Supposing
a man going out 20 or 30 miles from
Knlgoorlie happened to strike a rich
lead, such as had been struck at Kan-
owna, what would be the position?
Could not that man peg out in his own
right an area of 24 acres?

Mer. Moran: Yes.

Mr. OLDHAM: And, subject to an
amalgamation of leases, he could peg out
96 acres.

Mr. Moran: But he would not get a
leaze.

Mer. OLDHAM: The Committee was
now dealing with the most importaatin-
dustry of the colony. Such interjections
were entirely out of place. He would
ask the hon. member (Mr. Moran)
whether what he had stated was not
correct.

Mr. Moraw: Absolutely wrong.

Mr. OLDHAM: Then the hon. men-
ber wag prevaricating. Undoubtedly
under this Bill a person could peg out 24
acres of ground.

Mz. Morax: But he could net prevent
the alluvial man from entering upon it.
The hon. member did not know what he
was talking about.

Mr. OLDHAM: If the clause befure
the Committee became law, tn: hon.
member and the country would find out
that he was right. .

Mg. Morax: How so ?

Mr. OLDHAM: Suppose a man went
icto the interior, 50 miles away from
civilisation, found an alluvial patch, and
pegged out his claim, could it be expected
that he would go to the warden and re-
port that it contained alluviall Would
he not rather gecure the claim? Un-
doubtedly. And would not his sisters,
his cousins, and his aunts do likewise,
and subsequently amalgamate their
leases? The goldfields population would
have something to say about this, no mat-
ter bow hon. members opposite chose to
treat it. While not wishing to reflect
upon the goldfields members, he must
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say that their conduct in permitting such
a clause to pass showed an utter want of
intellizence, when they had the example
of Kanowna staring them in the face,
showing clearly what could have been
done there under such a clause as this.

Mr. Morax: No such thing eould have
been done.

Mgr. Leake: Certainly not.

Mr. OLDHAM: Undoubtedly it could
have been done hed this clause been in
force. Presumably hen. members knew,
the circumstances in which the deep lcad
was found at Kanowna.

Mg. Morax: Yes.

Mr. OLDHAM: Could not the finder
have kept his discovery quiet, and pegged
out 24 acres?

Mr. Moran: There was no chance of
it whatever.

Mr. OLDHAM : Then he would give it
up ; but the future history of the colony
would prove the justice of his conten-
tion. If another great alluvial field were
found, it would be proved that, in pass-
ing this clause, the Committee had abao-
lutely given away the birthright of the
people to the big capitalists and com-
pany-mongers.

Mr. CONOLLY moved that the ques-
tion be now put.

SeverarL MeEmBERs: No, no.

Mr. IuunoworTH: There were several
amendments to be deslt with.

Motion, by leave, withdrawn.

Me. MORAN: Many unnecessary
amendments were being made in the Bill.
All the alluvial gold found in deep leads
up to date had been found practically on
leases. Such leads had been discovered
on old reefing fields where leases had been
pegged out over, say, four years. It was
remarkable that none of these deep leads
were pegged out except on leases; though
not so remarkable, when it was remem-
bered that there could not be a deep lead
ranning through quartz reefs or veins.
Such leads would always tend to run away
from the district in which reefs were
formed. Much eloquence had been
wasted during the debate upon the allu-
vial digger by his new-found champions;
and the member for North-East Coolgar-
die (Mr. Vogper) had frankly stated that
because he represented an alluvial con-
stituency, it was npecessary for him to
make considerable efforts on behalf of his
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electorate in this connection. The hon.
member was entitled to credit for doing
hie best for his constituents; but the de-
duction wae that all the poise and agita-
tion were made from purely political
motives. There was no fear that any
hardship would be inflicted on the allu-
vial miner. When he pegged out a claim,
there was no power to expel him. No
Government had the power to lease the
ground over his head.

Mg. Vosper: The Premier had ex-
pressed a different opinion.

Mz, MORAN said he did not think ¢o0;
nor did he think any hon. member would
maintain that, omce san alluvial man
pegged out a claim, that ground could be
leased. The leader of the Opposition,
who took a juster view than the Premier,
would support that contemtion.

MR. InuneworTH : Supposing the allu-
vial man pegged out after application for
a lease hod been made?

Mr. MORAN: The hon, member (Mr.
Illingworth) knew well that, if the ground
developed alluvial, the Government would
not grant a lease. He nsked the hon.
member and the member for North-East
Coolgardie, what did they mean by saying
they would abolish the dual title by im-
posing labour conditions on leases equal
te the labour conditions on alluvial
claimg? This must'be an sbsurdity, be-
cause, to be truly consistent, they ought
to impose the same conditions upon the
reefer. But why did they not say the
Boulder should have 600 men upon it?
It was because they knew that if the reef
wag payable the 600 men would be em-
ployed. 1f some fortunate, or unfortu-
nate, leaseholder found gold, he would
work it. We had wasted a lot of time on
this matter, and the member for North-
East Coolgardie had got his eloquence
rather tangled up in the whirlwind of his
own verbosity. It must be so when a
man talked so much, and his tongue ran
away with hig head. In the finish, his
head had nothing to do with it, and he
wag talking through his neck. A good
deal of nonsense had been talked about
the rights and wrongs of the alluvial dig-
ger. The alluvial gold was not got on
leages, but on Crown lands; and if it
were otherwise, the Bill would protect
the alluvial digger even on the ground
pegged out by the leaseholder. He did

.
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not see that any bhardship would be in
flicted upon anybody, except on the mem
bers of this House, and as he did not wisl
to inflict any hardship upon them, h
would resume his seat.

Tue MINISTER OF MINES asked a
to the position of the amendment he ha
moved. )

Tue CHAIRMAN : It was held in abey
ance, as it came later in the clause tha
that of the member for Coolgardie.

Tre MINISTER OF MINES moved, a
an amendment, that all the words afte
the firet paragraph of the clause b
struck out, and the following be inserte
in lieu thereof:—

Provided that any miner searching for an
obtaining alluvial as aforesaid shall do so with
out undue interference with the bong fide opera
tions and workings of the applicant for th
lease, or with the buildings or shafts reasonabl,
required by him, and that the applicant for th
lease, pending the discovery of any lode, dike
reef, or vein, sball have the exclusive right t
occupy a portion of the land applied for no
exceeding 1n area one hundred feet by twi
hundred feet. Provided alse that no sucl
alluviel working shall be allowed wupo
any land gpplied for as o lease withii
fiity feet of any lode, dike, reef, or vein, th
existence of which shal) bave been proved. Pro
vided also that the applicant for a lease may
subject to the regulations, obtain an alluvia
reward claim for any new discovery of alluvia
made by him within the boundaries of the Jan
applied {or.

Mr. MORAN moved, as an amendmen
on the amendment, that the words “ond
hundred feet by two hundred feet” he
struck out with & view of inserting “nol
exceeding three acres.”

Mr. VOSPER : If we were going to givc
three acres, we must not allow the lease
Holder to put any shaft or working outside
that three acres, otherwise he might crof
off three acres and put his shaft cutside
that three acres, and ocoupy practically
the whole area of the ground. Peak Hill
might be an exception, but, as a rule, on
fields like Kalgoorlie, Coolgardie, or Kan-
owna, the reefs were in the solid bed-
rock.

MR. Moran: Reefs went in soft ground,
somefimes.

Ms. VOSPER: Three acres were
enough for a reefer, in ordinary circum-
stances.

Tue Premien: While he was looking
for a reef?
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Mgr. VOSPER moved, as an amend-
ment on the Minister's amendment, that
all the words after “that,” in lins 1, up
to and inclugive of the word “that,” in
line 3, be struck out.

Mr. LEAKE: If all the words after
“him,” in line 3 were struck out, the
operations and the workings and build-
ings would be protected. If all the build-
ings and workings were protected, and if
in addition to that no man could come
within 50 feet of the line of reef, what
more could people want? By the way the
latter part of the clause was worded, it
seemed to give the leaseholder absolutely
three acres, because it conferred on him
the exclusive right to occupy a portion of
land applied for not exceeding three
acres. He had only an incohate sort of
title.

Mr. Moraans: How would the hon.
member ingert the three acrest

Mg. LEAKE: It should not be in-
serted. We did not want it. If we gave
an applicant security for the buildings he
put up, and kept others 50 feet away
from his reef, surely he was sufficiently
protected.

Me. Morcans: Supposing a men did
not get a reef?

Mr. LEAEKE: Then he would not get
his lease.

Mr. Moroans: This proposal was to
meet that.

Mg. LEAEE: That should be met in
the way suggested in reference te a sup-
posed line of reef.

Mr. MORGANS: It would be better to
leave it as it stood. We had discussed
ithe principle that a man whe had pegged
out 24 acres of land should, in the event
of his finding alluvial gold, have a reward
claim. He asked the member for Albany
{Mr. Leake) not to propose the striking
out of the words alluded to, because that
would undo what had been accomplished.

Mg, VOSPER: The quantity of land
was too much to give; but of the two
evils he chose the lesser, and he preferred
to give the man the three acres absolutely,
rather than leave the matter to the inter-
pretation of the warden or other officials.
He moved, as an amendment on the
amendment, that in the first proviso the
words “‘any miner searching for and ob-
taining alluvial as aforesaid shall do so
without undue interference with the bona
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. fide operations and workings of the ap-

plicant for the lease or with the buildings
or shafts reasonably required by him,
snd that,” be struck out,

Tum MINISTER OF MINES: The dif-
ficulty could be overcome by inserting
“mining” instead of “searching for and
obtaining.”

Question put in this form, “That the
words proposed to be struck out stand
part of the amendment” (as moved by
the Minister), and a division taken with
the following result: —

Ayes . 22
Noes v 6
Majority for ... .. 18
dyes. Noes .
Mr. Ilingworth ¢ Mr. Connor
Mr. Leake Mr, Conolly
Mr, Oldham Mr. Ewing
Mr. Vosaper 8ir John Forrest

Mr. 'A. Forrest
Mr. Gregory
Mr. Hall
Mr. Higham
Mr. Hubble
Mr. Kingsmill
Mz, Lefroy
Mr., Loeke
Mr. Mitchell
Mr. Moran
Mr. Morgans
Mr. Pennefather
Mr. Piesse
Sir J. G. Loee Steera
Hon. H. W. Venn
Mr, Wilson
Mr. Wood
Mr. Doherty
(Teller)
Motion vo strike out words thus nega-
tived, and the Minister's proposed amend.

ment further considered.

Mg. LEAKE moved an amendment on
the amendment, that in line ¢ of the first
provise the words “shall have the ex-
clugive right to” be struck out, and “may”
inserted in lieu thereof. He did not ke
the term “exclusive right.” The clause
would be giving & man & freehold bigger
than was ever contemplated before.

Mr. MORAN asked the Committee not
to assent to this alteration. Even if a
man had an exclusive right to 3 acres, it
would not do any harm. If a man had
prospected and discovered alluvial, then
he should be entitled to retain 3 acres.

Me. ILLINGWORTH: There was no
great difficulty presented to hon. mem-

Mr. Wallace
Mr. Konny
{Teller)
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bers. The only way a man could be dis- [ alluvial gold in the boundaries of the

possesged was in the case of alluvial of
any value developing. Then the lease
might be overrun, and if that were the
case, the man had been a sufficient bene-
factor to the country to entitle him to 3
acres. If a man, searching for a reef,
found a piece of alluvial country, he ought
to have the first chance of securing a good
claim, and that claim should be 3 acres.

Mr. EWING: This provision was not
as gerious as the hon. member for Albany
apparently thought it was at first sight ;
for, after all, it was only a leasehold in-
terest, a temporary interest, which was
contemplated under the clause. The
words proposed to be struck out did not
give a freehold, but only a leasehold in-
terest, excluding any person from enter-
ing on 3 acres of the land which the
miner was applying for, and which 3
acres were held with the rest of the land,
subject to the terms of the Bill. It did
not create a freehold or amything ap-
proaching it ; but merely gave the lease-
holder a temporary occupation, coupled
with an exclusive right to 3 acres, off
which all other persons could be kept.

Hox. 8. BURT: The clause said
“pending the discovery,” sc that when a
discovery was made there was no longer
an exclusive right. Tt was intended to
give the right all the more when thedis-
covery had been made, and, therefore,
there was something wrong in the clause.

Mr. LEAEKE: As the clause was
diafied, it meant that if no reef was dis
covered, then the party might have the ex-
lusive right to three acres Jor alluvial
mining. To make the clause perfectly
clear the words might be added “until
the application is dealt with.”

Mk. VOSPER: After the defeat of the
Iast amendment put to the Committee he
was not disposed to vote in favour of the
exclusive occupation of three acres by the
leaseholder. His idea was that the ap-
plicant. should occupy three acres, which
gave ample room for all the shafts and
buildings likely to be erected during the
period of application. It was now in-

tended to provide that no alluvial miner .

should interfere with the bona fide opera-
tions of the applicant, that the applicant
had the exclusive right to three acres, and

also 50 feet on each side of the lode, and |

then, if the applicant happened to find

three acres, or in the boundaries of the
lease, he was to receive an alluvial reward
claim

Tee PresiEr: Not if there was a reef
cutcropping.

Mr. Momrax: Yes; if there were 30
reefs outcropping.

Mr. VOSPER : There, again, was a dif-
ference of opinion. Pemding the dis-
covery of a reef or lode, the apnlicant
might peg out three acres, and if, at the
end of six months, there was no reef—
which was what entitled him to a lease—
then he was to receive an alluvial reward
claim for the discovery of stuffl he was
not supposed to be entitled to.

Tae Prexier: Only until the hearing
took place.

Mr. VOSPER: That was the only
period during which the alluvial mniner
could enter on the ground, and it was now
provosed to make the law so that if he
did enter on the lease, it would be of no
earthly good to him. In the case of a
12 or 20 acre lease, what room would there
be for the alluvial man? It was reducing
the clause to a farce.

Tue MINISTER OF MINES: The
clansc provided that if there was no lode,
reef, or dike, the applicant might, penthng
the discovery, occupy three ncres. That
occrpation, however, lapzed as soon &
the dike, lode, or reef was discovered.

Mg. LeakE: Supposing there was ne
discovery, how was the applicant to he
gos rid of?

Tue MINISTER OF MINES: He still
hung on to his three acres, but when the
reef was foupd that occupation, as had
been said, lapsed, and he bad to take up
a strip 100 feet along the lede.

Mgr. EINGSMILL : This clause was
entitled to support, inasmuch as it con-
tained the first recognition in Australian
mining laws of block claime and deep
sinking. Anybody who took up a block
claim was undertaking a class of
mining badly needed in the colony, and
ter which every protection should be given.
In & block claim there could be no out-
crop, 8o there would be absolutely no pro-
tection for the machinery, etc., except
the dubious protection by the first few
words of the clause.

Mr. Leagn: Surely machinery was not
wanted until a lease was granted?
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Mr. KINGSMILL : Hauling gear would ! that the proviso as to tie three-acre re-

Le required. People were not going to sit
down and watch the lease for six months,
and until the lode, dike, reef or vein was
discovered, some protection ought to be
given. He was of opinion that the werd-
ing of the clause was clear, and that, as
soon as the reef or lode was discovered,
the occupation of the three acres lapsed.

Mr. Leake: If that was meant, it was
all right, but the clause did not say so.

Me. EWING: The intention was, he
understood, to embody in this clause a
provision by which the leaseholder got a
certain amount of land for himself,
whether alluvial or otherwise, and that,
consequently, the last provision as to
the reward claim would be struck out.
What the Committee proposed now was to
allow the applicant to peg out three
acres, which would stand in the place of a
reward claim, and the best thing to do
would be to strike out the words “pend-
ing the discovery of a lode, dike, reef, or
vein.” The applicant could not be given
the whole lease, but if he were given three
acres, and allowed to peg out where he
liked, he would be treated in a very fair
anl] reasonable manner. It would be un-
desirable for him to have to alter his lines
after the discovery, because he might have
done a considerable amount of work on
the land. The intention was to give him
three acres absolutely, and with that
view the amendment was submitted.

Tue ATTORNEY GENERAL (Hon. R.
W. Pennefather): The member for the
Swan (Mr. Ewing) evidently mistook the
intention of the provise, which was to give
an opportunity to the applicant to shift,
after discovery of the reef, so as to enable
him to fall back on his 50 feet limit om
the other side of it. :

Mr. Moran: To shift his shaft?

Tue ATTORNEY GENERAL: To shift
his sheft as he pleased. The applicant in
the first place took up a three-acre block
wherever he pleased ; and if, subsequently,
he found & reef elsewhere on the ground,
he could be protected on the other side
to the extent of 50 feet. It did not mean
that the applicant was bound to remain
within the boundaries of the first three
acres he took up. As soon as the reef
was discovered, the limit for the three
acres wag exceeded. It was only pend-
ing the discovery of a lode or quartz reef

serve waa in force.

Hox. 8. BURT : This proposal was ask
ing for too much. It was, 50 to speak,
a double-banked clause ; and, as the Com-
mittee were considering the interests of
the alluvial man as well as the lease
holder, there should not be this double
advantage given to one side in the same
clause. The first four lines of the proviso
amply protected all the applicant’s works,
his shaft and buildings, against the en-
oroachment of the alluvial worker. Then
why was it suggested that he should have
three acres more?

Mr. Moran: What workings had the
applicant on the day he pegged out?

Hox. 8 BURT: Why should he get
three acres for the purpose of proving
whether there was a reef on the property?

Mr. Morsan: Because he paid £1 per
acre rent.

Hox. 8. BURT: It must be recollected
that such applicant had chosen to take up
land on which there was no outcropping
reef—land on which there was presum-
ably as much alluviel as reefing country ;
therefore it would not be just if, in ad-
dition to protecting hia shaft and build-
ings, the applicant were given three acres
of ground which could not be occupied
or tested for alluvial by the diggers.
Three acres was a considerable portion of
a gold-mining lease.

Mr. Moran: There would be no bone
fide alluvial workers on such ground, to
begin with,

Hox. 8. BURT: If it were intended
that the proposed leaseholder should have
a right to find his reef unmolested, so
should the alluvial miner have an equal
right te find his alluvial. In the first
four lines of the proviso it was laid down
that such miner must not molest the ap-
plicant or his shafts. For what were the
three acres wanted?

MR. Morav: For the applicant to put

+ his buildings on.

' on these three acres.

|

Hox. S. BURT: If that were required,
the first four lines of the paragraph should
be struck out, leaving the three acres to
the applicant; because it was not pro-
posed that all the works should be erected
They could be put
up anywhere on the lease. The applicans
could keep the three acres shut un, and
do nothing whatever with it, erecting his
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works outside that area, which works the
alluvial digger could not touch, as pro-
vided in the first four lines of the para-
graph. It was unjust to have both these
provisions for the protection of the lease-
holder, who had found nothing on the
land, and who therefore prima facie
ought not to have applied for a lease, as
there were no reefs showing on the surface.
It it were suggested to give him the three
acres for the protection of his shaft and
works after the lease was granted, there
would be something in it ; but according
to the Bill, once the lease was granted,
the alluvial man had to move off the land ;
therefore such protection for the shaft,
ete.,, was not required.

‘THE PreEMigr: Of the two provisions,
the three acres allowance would be better.

Mr. MORAN: The member for the
Aebburton (Hon. 8. Burt) did not provide
for & case in which there were no bona
fide works. A man who pegged out a
lease to-day could not sey to the warden:
“On thiz spot I shall sink my shaft;
there is my whip track, and there my
condenser.” Until the leaseholder actu-
ally stirted operations, he had no bona
fide workings. The warden might deny
that there was any semblance of work-
ings anywhere on the ground; therefore
some particular plet of ground was re
quired where the leaseholder could unin-
terruptedly commence operations. If
such area contained rich alluvial, the
leaseholder would work it for his own
benefit, and was entitled to do so because
he Bsdl discovered it, and paid £1 per
acre for it.

Mn. Vosper : The alluvial man paid 10s.
per annum for 70 feet, whereas the lease-
holder paid £1 per acre per annum.

Mr. MORAN: The alluvial man paid
10s. for a million square miles of Crown
land, whereas the leascholder paid .£1
per acre ; consequently the latter paid at
the rate of one million pounds for what
the alluvial miner paid 10s, The
leaseholder must have some piece of
ground on which to start his mining shaft.
It was not easy to shift a main shaft
when once put down. The proposition
of the member for Pilbarra (Mr. Kings-
mill), that a shaft should be cut up into
post holes and sold, was not nracticable.

Horw. S. Burr: The applicant could not
Be interfered with,
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Mg. MORAN: If he had no permanent

- workings on the lease, how could be be

protected !

Hox. S. Burr: There was no mecessity
for profection. Protection could be got
whenever the works were started.

Mgr. MORAN: Suppose he went on a
lease which was all pegged out by alluvial
men?

How. S. Burr: Then he could not go at
all.

Mg. MORAN: Then the hon. wmember
would exclude the leaseholder altogether?

Howx. S. Burr: In such a case there
would be no place for him to be.

Mr. MORAN: And should the applic-
ant leave, if he had been there 10 years?
How. S. Burr: He should not go in.

Mr, MORAN : If it were all pegged out
before the leageholder came in, he could
not possibly get a lease. Supposing he
(Mr. Moran) pegged out a piece of ground
for a lease to-day, and to-morrow a crowd
of alluvial diggers, following his track,
pegged out the whole surface, how could
he maintain to the warden that he had
bona fide workings on that ground?

Hox. S. Burt: Such would only be an
application for a lease.

Mr. Vosper: If the ground had been
a block claim, the applicant for the lease
could not be said to have discovered it.

Mr. MORAN: A block claim was a
case in point. It had taken & long time
to discover block claims; but in the case
of a new discovery, where a man pegged
out, it was necessary to give him 3 acres
at leagt of the land applied for. There
might be no reef apparent on the surface,
for it might be at some distance below.
It was much more important to protect
the prospector than the man who followed
him. The great majority of alluvial-dig-
gers were not fond of going too far out
inte the interior. The applicant must
have a reserve for his workings, which
he could held even if the granting of his
application were deferred for 10 years.

Mg. VOSPER said that his recent con-
tention that the Bill was not too clear had
now been amply demonstrated. It was
more of a Chinese puzzie than a Bill. He
concurred with the member for the Ash-
burton (Hon. 8. Burt), that there was no
necessity to put a two-edged sword in the
hands of an applicant for o lease. If his
shaft and workings and buildings were
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protected, that was enough, without giv-
ing him the three acres. At the same
time, the member for East Coolgardie

{Mr. Moran) was right to an extent, for |

there might be a time when an applica-
tion for lease might be rushed, and the
applicant might, from that cause, be un-
able to commence the workings. He sug-
gested as an amendment that the words
after “him” in proviso No. 2, line 4, be
struck out, and the following inserted in
lieu thereof : “for gsuch buildings or shafts
he shall not occupy more than one third
of the total of the land applied for, and
such area shall be reserved for this pur-
pose.” That would not be so objection-
able as to give a man three acres; for, if
the lease had an area of only six acres,
three acres might be set apart for the
applicant, and, if his area were 24 acres,
the applicant would still get no more than
three ; whereas all could perceive that
the man with the 24 acre lease required a
larger reserve area than one with six
acres. He therefore proposed te give him
one-third of the area for the purpose of
working the claim, That was surely
sufficient. The rest of the lease ‘would
then be open to the alluvial miner;
whereas under the clangs as it stood there
was no reasonable guarantee that the al-
luvial miner would be able to hold any
portion of the land.

Mr. Moran: What part of the lease
would the member for North-East Cool.
gardie give him? Must he name it at the
time, or afterwards?

Mg. VOSPER: It should be named
when he took it ocut.

Hon. S. Burt: The regulations would
provide for that.

Mg. VOSPER : All that was wanted, as
far as he could see, was that it should be
provided that such buildings or shafts
should not occupy more than one-third of
the total area of the land applied for, and
such land should be reserved for that pur-
pose.

Mr. Morax: Pending granting of the
whole leage?

Mr. VOSPER,: Pending granting of the
whole lease,

Mr. Morax: That sugpestion was one
which he could accept.

Mgr. VOSPER: The member for East
Coolgardie (Mr. Moran) smiled. Perhaps
he thought he (Mr. Vosper) had trapped
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himself. The danger of this thing lay
in its interpretation. A man might start
A cross seam right across his lease, or a
dozen cross seams; and who would say
that he should not do so if he asserted
that he was searching for a lode i The
oceupier might say that he wanted to
keep the cross seams open, and he might
defy the alluvial miner to interfere with
them ; consequently in that way he would
cloge the whole of the ground against the
alluvial miner. His (Mr. Vosper's) pro-
posal would confine him absolutely to
eight acres, there being thus 16 acres re-
served to the alluvial miner; and that
would be a fair arrangement to both par-
ties. He proposed to strike out all the
words after “that” in line ¢, down to the
end of the proviso, and also the whole of
the following proviso, and to substitute
these words: —"Such buildings or shafts
shall not occupy more than one-third of
the total area of the land applied for, and
such land shall be exclusively reserved
for the use of the applicant.”

Mr. KINGSMILL: The Committee
ought to be glad to accept the sug-
gestion of the member for North-East
Coolgardie (Mr. Vosper), and he must
congratulate him upon having made it,
more especially when it was remembered
that this proposed clause applied only to
applications for leases.

Mgr. Leake said he begged to withdraw
his amendment, in favour of the one just
moved. .

Tre MINISTER OF MINES: The
amendment of the member for North-East
Coolgardie {Mr. Vosper) was one which
he was prepared to accept. Of course it
was only =subject to the lease being
granted. If there was alluvial ¢n the
ground, all rights ceased.

Amendment (Mr. Leake's), by leave,
withdrawn,

Mr. GREGORY: There was a strong
objection on his part to the amendment
by the member for North-East Coolgardie
(Mr. Vosper). The clause, as introduced
by the Government, took care to protect
the workings and anything that was
reasonably necessary for the leaseholder,
and it also said nobody could come within
50 feet of any reef which might exipt
upon the property, and that an alluvial
reward claim ghould be granted to a lease-
halder who discovered alluvial gold on
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any leaze. That was ample, and he ob-
jected to a person who made an applica-
tion for a lease obtaining comtrol of a
third of the property. The member for
North-East Coolgardie was playing alto-
gether away from the requirements of
the alluvial people. Whilst it was
merely an application for a leage, we must
allow the alluvial miner to go upon the
land. A very short time would elapse be-
fore the leage had been approved, and,
when once it had been approved, the aliu-
vial man would not be able to work upen
it at all. No person would attempt to
sink to any great depth until his leage
had been proved.

Mg. MORAN: A lot of trouble and dis- -

pute as to whether one was within 50 feet
of a lode would be saved if the applicant
for a lease were allowed one-third of the
property. The leaseholder would exer-
eise his judpment and peg out his bit of
ground. He (Mr. Moran). accepted the
amendment as being satisfactory from all
points of view.

Mz, ILLINGWORTH: The member
who moved this amendment should have
his attention drawn to one effect of it
which he (Mr. Illingworth) thought the
hon. member himself did not desire. Sup-
posing at the end of six months or
during the application this ground de-
veloped alluvial, of course the lease would
not be granted, but the applicant was in
possession, and he would retain these
eight acres.

A Mpuser: No.

MRr. LEaRE: It was pending the grant-
ing of the whole thing.

Mg. ILLINGWORTH: 1If, when he
made his application, it was adjourned for

six monthe in order that the alluvial man.

might work it, or if it were adjourned for
12 months, and continually adjourned,
the applicant would still be in possession
of these eight acres of land, and that
might last for years.

A Meuper: He would have to work it

Mg, ILLINGWORTH : Members seemed
surprised that he mentioned three acres,
but now the quantity was increased to
eight acres.

Mg. Morax : A man would have to com-
ply with the labour conditions and work
the ground.

Me. ILLINGWORTH: But pending
the decision as to the application, he
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would work it on the condition of having
one man to six acres. He might be sur-
rounded by alluvial men, and would have
eight acres upon which no alluvial man
could go, and he would continuously re-
main in occupation of that eight acres

Tue Premrer: The warden might refuse
it altogether.

Mr. ILLINGWORTH: That was not
vertain. The idea expressed by members
oa the second reading of the Bill intro-
duced and since withdrawn, was that the
object of the six months during which a
man might go upon the ground was to
prove that there was no alluvial ; and this
was to be adjourned from time to time
until the alluvial was worked out,
and then the lease was to be worked.
Supposing & man was in possession of a
reef, and alluvial developed within six
chains of his lease?

Tre PreMizr: He would get the reef.

Mr, ILLINGWORTH: If the Com-
mittee understood a man would re
tain possession of this eight acres, and
they desired that it should be so, well
and good ; but he (Mr. Illingworth) could
not support such a thing.

Mz, MITCHELL: If many more o¢b-
stacles were placed in the way of the
reefer, it would not pay a man to go and
seek for any reefs. A reef did not always
outcrop, but it was generally indicated by
a lot of quartz about the surface. He
thought we had been doing quite asmuch
a8 we ought to for the alluvial miner. He
was sure the alluvial miners would not
lika to be placed in a glass case, as somne
hon. members would like them to be, ap-
parently.

Mg, VOSPER: The proposal by him
(Mr. Vosper) would prevent the leage-
holder, or would-be leaseholder, from ob-
tnining practically a monopoly of the
whole surface of the land. He had thrown
open two-thirds of the ground for the allu-
vial miner, and he had left the leaseholder
in uninterrupted possession of eight acres
of the land. He was not forgetful that
he represented a large number of prospec-
tors and leaseholders; Lut he thought
the provision would satisfy every class of
men. Eight acres out of 24 was not an
unrensonable thing to ask for. The man
would pay rent for 24 acres, but he could
only work eight ncres.  This was fair to
hoth parties.
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Mr. MORGANS gaid he heartily agreed
in the suggestion of the member for
North-East Coolgardie. It would cut the
(iordian knot. He did not think any sug-
gestion had been made that met all the
points as well as this one, and he would
give it his warmest support. It was not
possible to get any clause in a Bill perfect.
We could not pass a clause which would
meet all the difficulties; therefore we
should do what we could to meet the
wajority of cases. The member for Cen-
tral Murchieon had pointed out difficul-
ties that might arise, and what that hon.
member said was perfectly true.  But
we could not pass an Act which was per-
fect, and we must get as near perfection
as we could. One point must not be for-
gotten. The hon. member for the Ash-
hurton (Hon. 8. Burt) had suggested that
in the first line of the clause the worde
“any miner searching for and obtaining”
should be struck out.

Mr. VOSPER: Hon. members must
understand that the second proviso would
have to come out. The Committee would
have to take out all the words after “that”
in the fourth line of the first proviso
down to the end of the second proviso.
There was no reason for retaining the 50
feet provision.

Amendment on the amendment (Mr.
Vosper’s} put and passed.

Mn. VOSPER said he would like to
obtain the opinion of hon, members on the
third proviso.

Trae PremER: The warden might re-
tuse the application.

Mg. VOSPER.: Could we not say that,
in the event of the application being re-
fused, the applicant should have a reward
claim?

Mr. LEAKE: In the Bill which had
Leen withdrawn, it was provided that pro-
specting areas should not be within a cer-
tain distance of one another. Following
upon the protection area, there was the
claim, and under the proviso before the
Committee there might be reward claims
dotted all over the country. This proviso
should be struck out.

Tue MINISTER OF MINES moved, as
a further amendment, that in the third
proviso after the word “may,” in line 1,
the words “in the event of the refusal of
his application” be inserted.
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Amendment oo the amendment put and
passed, and the Minister's amendment
as amended agreed to.

Mr. VOSPER: A number of amend
mente had appeared on the Notice Paper
for the first time to-day, and hon. mem-
Lers had not had time to consider them.
It would be reasonable to report progress
now.

Tre Prexier: The hon. member could
explain his proposed new clauses.

Mr. VOSPER moved that progress be
reported.

Put and negatived.

Clause as amended put and passed.

Clause 11—Lessee to have exclusive
privilege to mining upon land leased:

Mr. GREGORY said he had intended
moving this proviso to clause 10: “Pro-
vided adso that no lease shall be approved
until six months after the recommenda-
tion, and should it be proved alluvial
exists on a lease, the approval may be
delayed.” The proviso might be inserted
in this clause. He wanted to give time
for the alluvial man to come in and test
the ground. If the Minister did not think
the praviso should be added to this clause,
he would not move it.

TeE Premier : It would be better to see
clause 10 in print as amended; and, if
necessary, the Bill could be recommitted.

Mr. GREGORY =aaid he would mnot
move his amendment now.

Me. ILLINGWORTH: Hon. members
were aware that he had given notice of
an amendment to clause 11. He had
discussed the point on the second reading
of the Bill which was withdrawn, and he
gave his reasons then for sugpesting this
amendment. He would not cecupy the
time of the Committee in repeatinr his
reasoms, because, if he did not succeed on
the second reading in winning members to
his view, he would not succeed now. Tt
wag quite possible, indeed it was proba-
ble in some cases, that alluvial gold
might develop a long time, perhaps vears,
after the lense had been granted. Tt
was not desirable that the whole of the
land should be taken up on the condition
of one man to six acres, and he therefore
moved, as an amendment, that the follow-
ing proviso be added to the clause: —

Provided that—(a) In the event of the holder

of any quartz reef discovering alluvial gold
upon any portion of his lease, he shall at once
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report such discovery io the warden. (b}
Within seven days after receiving such
report the wardem shall (in person or
by a duly appointed and fully qualified
officer) inepect the lease whers such alluvial
has been discovered, with a view of determining
whether the whole or what portion of said
lease shall be declared aliuvial ground. (c)
Immediately after such declaration the said
lease, or such portion thereof as shall be de-
clared alluvial, shall be werked the lessee
under the labour conditicns prescribed in clause
12 of this Act. {d) Should the lesses 2o desire,
he may, within seven days after the warden
or his officer has declared such lease or any
portion thereof alluvial ground, app}{v for an
slluvial reward claim under the conditions of
clauses 9, 10, 11, and 12 of this Act; where-
upon the remaining portion of the lease which
has been declared alluviel ghall be thrown
open as alluvial ground.  Always provided
thut the original leass shall remain undisturbed
in so far as it relates to any portion thereof not
declared to be dlluvial.

Mg, KEINGSMILL : The passing of the
previous clauge rendered this amendment
rather unnecessary.

Mgr. [LLivewortH: This was where the
lease had been granted. The other was
a8 to the application.

Mgr. Moran: This wag the dual title in
its worst form.,

Mr. KINGSMILL: The proposed new
Irovizo would be unworkable. He could
not see how it would pay to give £4 a
week to men for working alluvial ground,
because the majority of alluvial workers,
if their takings were averaged, did not
earn anything like that.

Me. InuiweworTH: But why absorb the
ground and not let them work it?

1

Mg, KINGSMILL: The alluvial men

had a perfect right of entry on these
leases for six months.

Mg. ILuvawortH : That dide not affect
the question at all.
found six years later,

Mer. KINGSMILL: The hon. member
was supposed to be in favour of the aboli-

Alluvial might be

tion of the dual title, and had presented -

a monster petition to that effect ; but now

dual title in a most pronounced and viru-
lent form.

Mz. ILLINGWORTH: To present a
petition did not bind a member to its
cortents. He had made it his business,
every time he had spoken on the question,
to distinetly object to a lease of 24 acres
being granted on the condition of one
man to six acres. Land might be locked

in Commitiee.

up with one man to six acres, while the
strip of country involved would support
thousands. If & man did not desire to
work the land, he should stand out and
let somebady else de it. The circum-
stances might not ocgur more than once
in a hundred cases; but it was necessary
to make provision for the hundredth
cnse.

Tue MINISTER OF MINES: This pro-
posed proviso required some explanation
in view of the labour clauses of the Bill,
The proviso would not work with the
other provisions.

Mr. MORGANS: It was clear the
rmember for Central Murchison (Mr.
Tllingworth) desired either to perpetuate
the dual title, or to make a forcible addi-
tion to the labour conditions on leases. The
labour conditions had been reduced from
one man to three acres to one man to
siz acres, and the hon. member desired to
go back and inflict still more difficulty
and still more punishment on the mining
industry. But the Committee was not in
ths humour to increase labour conditions
on leases.

Amendment (Mr. Illingworth’s) put
and negatived, and the clause passed.

Clause 12—agreed to.

Clauge 13—Amendment of section 43:

Mg, VOSPER moved, as an amend-
wnent, that in line 2 the word “ninety-six”
be struck out, and “forty-eight” inserted
in lieu thereof. This was a large tract
af country, and there ought to be more
than ome shaft sunk in 96 acres. It
would be a foir thing to allow 48 acres to
take the place of 96 acres, and that would
allow two leases to be amalgamated.

Mgr. MORGANS: The hon. member
had adduced no logical reasoms for ob-
jecting to amalgamation. Leases of 24
acrer were granted, subject to certain con-
ditions, one of which was that each 24
acre block should employ four men.

| . ‘What damage did it do to the country, or
he was endeavouring to perpetuate the -

to the gold-mining industry, if 20 men
were working on one block, instead of
four men on each of five blocks standing
in arow?! There was no practical reason
why five bloeks, or any number of blocks,
should not be smalgamated, ro long as
there were four men employed to each
block. The hon. member objected to
working 96 acres out of one shaft, but he
{Mr. Morgans) knew where 500 acres were
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worked from one shaft. Tt was a proper
system to work a large amount of ground
from one shaft; indeed, it was the only
economical way of mining when dealing
with low grade ores. Any man having a
vein on a 24 acre block of low grade ore
desiring to work on a large scale, and who
held four other blocks, would find it ab-
solutely impossible to make the mine pay
if he were compelled to have a winding
shaft and a separate gang of men on
each block. No reasomable objection
could be taken to the amalgamation of
96 acres, so long as the leaseholder com-
plied with the conditions laid down by
law, that he should have four men to
every 24 acres. It was absurd to say that
he should not be permitted to concen-
trate these men on one particular block.
Az well attempt to regulate the shape and
fize of the shaft. )

Mr. VosreEr: By the Mines Regulation
Act, the size and shape of the shaft could
be regulated.

Mr. MORGANS: So long as the mines
were worked under conditions necessary
to ensure safety, no law had a right to
interfere with a man’s method of working
his own property. What would be said
of & law providing that a timber lessee
gshould cut the stump of a tree 10 feet
from the soil, and that when felled, the
wood should be sawn with a vertieal in-
stead of a circular saw?

Hon. H W. Veryn: Or that there
should be s0 many men on g0 many acres.

Mr, MORGANS: What would the far-
mers say if the Government insisted that
they should wuse a particular kind of
plough for their land, and that they
should have dividing fences around five
paddocke of 24 acres each, and must put
g0 many men in each paddock, instead of
taking the fences down and working the
whole of the land at once? He asked the
Committee not to agree to the proposi-
tion of the member for North-East Cool-
gardie (Mr. Vosper), but to pass this very
fair and just clause, providing that a man
shall be allowed to amalgamate five 24
acre leases. Where a mine was worked
upon a large seale, there was & far greater
number of men employed than was re-
quired by law.  There were nearly 600
men working on the Great Boulder ; and
the Lake View, which was practically a 24
acre block, employed over 600 men. Why
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shoufd those men not work in the man-
ner most advantageous to the leasehol-
der 1 True, if they worked in separate
blocks, there might be more men em-
ploved ; but that was a question for the
employer, and not for the Legislature.

Tue PREMIER © The clause required
some consideration ; for, as it stood, he
feared it would mol carry out the object
of hon. members who supported it. Sec-
tion 43 of the principal Act read:—

When it shall appear to the satisfaction of
the Minister after report from the warden that
any two or more adjoining gold-mining leases
con, by amaolgamation, be more efficiently
worked as one mine the Minister may authorise
such amalgamation upcn payment of & fee of
twenty shillings for each lease so amalgamated,
provided that the totul area shall not exceed
twenty-four acres and the proportion of length
to breadth shall be as prescribed
Two leases taken up one after the other,
or two or three leases, might have a pro-
portionate length and breadth. That
would not be in accordance with the pre-
seribed rule—two to one; therefore we
should come to a dead stop. If it was
desired to allow any number of leases of
a certain area to be amalgamated, then it
would be necessary to annul the proviso
that the length should be in certain pro-
portion to the breadth. To that there
was one sericus objection—namely, that
ky taking up small leases of six or
ten acres a man might monopolise the
reef to a larger extent than could be done
by taking up one lease. TFor instance,
with four six acre lenses he would pget
more on the reef than he would get with
a 24 sore lease.

M=r. Moraans: The operation of ths
clause was confined to 24 acre leases.

Tue PREMIER: Where was that
stated!

Mgr. Moreans: It read “in lieu of 24
acres.”

Tue PREMIER: Yes; but 24 acres
wag the maxzimum before. Therefore, if
a man wished to take advantage of the
provise, he could take up four 16 acre
leaseg and then apply for amalgamation,
and by that means might get a mile of
reef.

Mr. Leage: All this was subject to the
recommendation of the warden.

Tue PREMIER: Was it{

Mr. LEare: Yes.
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Tue PREMIER: It would not do to re-
tain the proviso providing for a proper-
tionate length and breadth of the lease,
for efforts would then be altogether fruit-
lese.

Hox. H. W. Vexx: Was the Premier
spesking in favour of the amalgamation
of leases?

Tue PREMIER: Yes; but previously
the House had only agreed to the amalga-
wation of a total area of 24 acres. The
Mining Commission had proposed to in-
creage the limit to 96. A tremendous
aren of reef could be comprised in 96
acres. The objection would be obviated
were the number of leases to be amalga-
mated limited to four. Thus four 24
acre leases would give a maximum of 96
acres ; but four 12 acre leases would only
make 48 acres, and four six acre leases a
maximum of 24 acres. There would be
an objection to allowing 16 six acre leases
to be amalgamated. The provise should
be that four leases, not exceeding in the
nggregate 96 acres, should be amalga-
mated.

Mp. MORGANS: The Premier’s sug-
gestion, if carried out, would meet the
wishes of the mining community. No
leageholder would desire to amalgamate
96 acres of mining land by taking up a
proportional number of six acre leases.

Mg, LEAKE: There was a provise in
section 43 of the principal Act which met
the case by preventing the abuse spoken
of by the Premier. Let progress be re-
ported on this clause, which would re-
quire comprehensive amendment.

Mr. MORGANS: Why not alter it now
by providing that four leases only could
be amalgamated and thus settle the mat-
terd

Tue MINISTER OF MINES: The lat-
ter part of Section 43 of the principal Act
read : —

Provided that the total area shall nof exceed
twenty-four acres and the proportion of length
to breadth shall be as prescribed. and the labour
to be employed on or in connection with such
amalgamated leases shall be the som of the
labour conditions in each separate lease.

Now it was necessary to come to the re-
gulations. When the 24-acre limit was
struck out, and the 96-acre limit inserted
in lieu thereof, the regulation provided
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gatory in any way to alter the hounda
ries of such amalgamated leases, in order
te bring them within the operation of
section 356 of the Act. Section 36 deali
with this point, and provided that the
length of a lease must in no case be
greater than twice its breadth. It wai
not to be obligatory, as to the propor
tion of length and breadth, to bring the
leases proposed to be amalgamated withix
section 35 ; but it was nevertheless pro
vided that the warden might, in his dis
cretion, in reporting to the Minister, order
that a re-survey be made in order to adjus!
the boundariea under section 35. Thai
was the law at present, and the Act had
been go administered for some consider
able time. Such applications as he had
mentioned would of course have to e
made.

Mr. MORGANS: The Miniater of Mine
would recollect that the suggestion now
before the House was that, under the new
Act, lessees should be in a position t«
apply to the Government at any time fos
an amalgamation of four leases, whethe
of one, five, ten, or twenty-four acres. I
would not be a question of the warder
recomumending or the Minister deciding ;
but the owner of the lease would hawve
the right to apply to the Minister to gran:
him an amalgamaion. Acecording to the
suggestion of the Premier, any man hold
ing four leases of whatever area, 24 acre:
or less, would have the right to apply tc
the Minister for their amalgamation, I
that clause could be so worded, it woulc
meet all difficulty.

Tar MINISTER OF MINES: Claus
43 seemed to be all right. The warder
ought to be consulted 1n all these cases
snd we should have a report frow
him. He did not know whether the ide:
was that & man should have amalgama
tion as a right, if he liked to ask for it
but unless we altered clause 43 a persor
would not be able to claim it as a right
by any means.

Mgr. MORGANS: Then we must altes
clause 43. If we were to be subject to ths
dictates of the warden in regard to amal
gamation, there would not be much ob
jeet in asking for it, because his (Mr. Mor
gans’) experience of applications of this

that when application was made for amal- | kind before the wardens, was that warden:

gaumation of two or more leases. and there
was no objection thereto, it was not obli-

|

were altogether too conservative, and, for
reasons best known to themselves, wer
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1pt to give decisions upon these matters
:ntirely opposed to the best interests of
he owners of leages. They always did
10 with the best inientione; but, at the
jame time, if it was logical that a man
should be able to concentrate his labour
ipon any one of these leases, it was a
ogical position for the owner of these
eases to be able to come to the Minister
ind ask to be allowed to amalgamate
‘hese leases without the intervention of
‘he warden or anyone else. If it were
1ecessary to seek the permission of the
varden, nearly the whole of the advant-
wges claimed would vanigh, If it was a
ight a leaseholder could have, let it be
riven t0 him without the intervention
f anybody.

Mgr. VOSPER: The attitude suddenly
aken up by the member for Coolgardie
Mr. Morgans) was amusing. When he
Mr. Vosper) was saying it was advisable
0 limit the discretion of the wardens as
nuch as possible, he was assured by the
nember for Coolgardie, and other mem-
sers, that the wardens were only a little
ower than the angels, and that they couid
1e fully entrusted with matters appertain-
ng to alluvial miners.

M=, Moroans: That statement he re-
seated now,

Mz. VOSPER: Yet they could not he
rusted to decide whether an amalgama-
ion of leases should be permitted to take
slace or not. He (Mr. Vosper) had al-
rays endeavoured to force upon this House
he fact that the labour conditions of this
:olony were part of the rent paid for the
eases, and the State had a right to a
;oice as to how the labour should be dis-
rosed of. If we had no such right, then
ve had no right to deal with the ques-
ion of amalgamation at all, and we ought
.0 atrike out of the Act all our provisions
m this point.

Mr. Morgaws: That was what it ghould
¥,

Mr. VOSPER: That did not accord
vith his view at all. Weo had to consult
;he public convenience as well as the con-
renience of the lessee. Just now we
1eard the discretion of thewardens extolled
0 the skies regarding the rights of the
lluvial men, but .when the warden was to
yo asked to repoert to the Government on
he advisability or the reverse of amalga-
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mation of a certain number of leases,
members held up their hands in horror.

Mn. Moroans: Amalgamation was
tlaimed as a right.

Mr. VOSPER: And the alluvial miner
alsy had a right. The position now taken
up was utterly inconsistent. It was con-
tended that we could trust the wardens
to deal with the rights and interests of
these smaller people, but on so trivial
& matter as this of the amalgamation of
leages—for it was a trivial matter, con-
sidering the great privileges leaseholders
had—they were unfit to report. The
country was entitled to know why it was
proposed to lock up half 2 lesse and per-
mit work to be carried on in one corner.
Provision was maude in the present Act
for the prevention of such a state of
things, and therefore he was in favour of
retaining the present Act. The country
was entitled to know whether a lease was
being worked in the public interests as
well ag in private interests. Tn the debate
on his (Mr. Vosper's) amendm ut in con-
nection with this clause. nhout » duzen
or so ideas had been mnrntioned, The
Premier raised one, the member for Cool-
gardie another, and others had heen
raiged by other members. He sun
posed the further we went the more
we should see the present clause waz not
sufficient for the purpose. It was ad-
mitted, he thought, by the member for
Coolgardie, that the clause was not work-
able, He thought progress should soon
be reported.

Mr. GREGORY: It was to Le hoped
that progress would net be reported vet.
We had listened to a lot of speeches, and
very little work had heen dome. Go
ahead and work for two or three nights,
and try to get the Bill through. He ob-
jected to amalgamation of any area
greater than 48 acres. Parliament had
thought fit to say no man should take up
a lease of more than 24 acres. Why had
there not been a motion that the area
should be extended, so that a man should
be able to take up a lease of 96 acres?
Nobody would move such a motion as
that, and, that being so, why should we
allow such a large area to be amalga-
mated? The member for Coolgardie (Mr.
Morgans) would say persons holding »
lorge nrea might be allowed to nmalﬂn-
mate so that they might be enabled to
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work the land cheaply, but the abjection
to that was that four 24-acre blocks
might be taken up and the work concen-
trated on the richest part, no develop-
ment work being done on any other
portion of the property. Ounce amalgnma-
tion had been granted, the labour could
bz put on any part they liked. He would
agree to that, provided they were block
claims. It would be only right that
people should have an opportunity of
amalgumating areans so that they could
develop the property,and know exuctly

where to put down their shafts on the

underlay, but he would object to n man
having four large leases and allowing
three of them to remain idle.

Tur Prewter: That was what it would
mean,

Mzr. Moraans: People would be work-
ing with one shalft,

Mr. GREGORY: Such would not be
the case. When that time was reached
the House would be considering the ques-
tion again, and he dared say we might
then allow the amalgamation of larger
areas.

Mz. Moraaxs: They had driven 3,000
feet.

Mz. GREGORY: What was proposed
would, he thought, be unwise. It might
serve in one or two cases, but it would
not be a good thing in a new gold-
field. He certainly thought 24 acres too
small, but he considered that 48 acres
ought to satisfy the leaseholders at the
present time, and to grant 96 acres would
defeat the object in view.

On the motion of the MiniztER oF
MivEs, progress was reported, and leave
given to sit again.

ADJOURNMENT.
The House adjourned at 11.31 p.m.
until the next day.

Health Bill.

Legislutive Qouncil,
Wednesday, 5th October, 1898.

Orchard Discases Eradication Bill, first readin
—Municipa) Institutions Act Amendmen
Bill, first reading—Heslith Bill, recom
mittal, resumed and reported—Coolgardi
Goldfields Water Supply Construction Bill
second reading, Division—Adjournment.

Tue PRESIDENT toock the chair a
4,30 o'clock, p.m,

PraYERS.
ORCHARD DISEASES ERADICATIUN
BILL.

Introduced by the Howx. R. S. Haynps
and read a first time.

MUNICTPAL INBTITUTIONS ACT
AMENDMENT BILL.
Introduced by the Hon. D. K. Coxe
pow, for the Hon. A. B. Kidson, and reac
a first time. .

HEALTH BILL.
RECOMMITTAL.
Consideration (upon recommittal) re
sumed.

Clause J8—By-laws:

Tue COLONIAL SECRETARY (Hon
G. Randell) moved, as amendments, tha
the following be added as sub-clauses:
“Fixing the charge for the removal o
trade or house refuse,” and “For prescrib
ing the time of and precautions to b
taken in the removal of pig-wash anc
other filthy matter.”

Put and passed.

Clause 169—Obtaining destructors
etc.:

Tue COLONIAL SECRETARY movec
that the following paragraph be added t¢
the clause: “The obtaining or providing
any such site, machine, machinery, o
process shall be deemed to be a permsa
nent work or undertaking within the mean
ing of the Municipal Institutions Act
1895.” The object of inserting these
words was, he said, to enable loans to be
raised for the purpose of purchasing des
tructors; otherwise, the expenditure
would have to be met out of the ordinary
revenues of n municipality. The claus
was suggested by the town clerk of Perth,



