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Mi. MORGANS (Coolgardie): I have
much pleasure in supporting this measure.
I was at variance with the hon. member
for East Perth just now, but I have great
pleasure in siding with him on this que:-
tion. This Bill is required I am sure
So far as the general public on the goid-
fields are concerned, they are entirely in
accord with the measure, and it will meet
with their warm approbation if this Bill is
put on the statute book. Therefore, 1
have much pleasure in supporting the
second reading.

Question put and passed.

Bill read a second time,

1N COMMITTEE.

Clauses 1 and 2—agreed to.

Clause 3—Aot not to apply to certain
shops:

Mi. GREGORY: It was desirable to
know whether hitchers’ shops could be
opened at an earlier hour than thet speci-
fied in the Bill. They were mot men-
tioned in ‘the schedule.

Mr. Jaues: The better way would be
te insert butchers’ shops in the schedule.

Put and passed.

Clauses 4 and 5—agreed to.

Clause 6—Act to be in operation in
Metropolitan District on 1st Jaouary,
1899:

Mr. GREGORY: There was a desire
on his part to move that the word “Men-
zies” be inserted after “Coolgardie.”

THe PremiEn: Could it not be put in
afterwards?

Mr. GREGORY : People wished it to
be inserted at the present time. In com-
pliance with the desire of the hon. mem-
ber in cherge of the Bill (Mr. James) he
would not press the point, there being
a provision under which the Governor in
Council could act in the matter.

Put and passed.

Clause 7—agreed to-

Clause 3—agreed to.

Clause 9—Penalty for keeping shop as-
gistants after hours:

Mz. WOOD : The penalty should not, be
too heavy, It was “not exceeding £5.”

Mz MORGANS: Leaveit to the magis-
trate.

Put and passed.

Clauses 10 to 24, inclusive—agreed ‘to.

Schedule :

Mr. JAMES (in charge of the Bill)
moved, as an amendment, that the words
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“butchers’ shops” be inserted after the
words “florists’ shops.”

Put and pessed, and the schedule as
amended agreed to.

Title—agreed to.
Bill reported with an amendment.

ADJOURNMENT.

The House adjourned at 11.26 p.m. un-
til the next day.

Fegislatibe Qesembly,
Friday, 80th September, 1898,

Pupers presented — Question: Lawlers Gold
Escort — Workmen's Wages Bill, third
reading—Agricultural Lands Purchase Act
Amendment Bill, third reading—Coolgar-
die Goldfields Water Supply Construction
Bill, Amendments on report—Land Bill,
Recommittal for amendments, reported—
Early Closing Bill, Recommittal for amend-
mente, Diviston on clavse 11, reported—
Yoldfields Aet Amendment Bill, in Com-
mittee, clauses 1 to 10, Division ; progress
reported—Adjournment.

Tue SPEAKER tock the chait at 7.30
o'olock, p.m.
PravERs.

PAPERS PRESENTED.

By the Mivi=TeR of Mines: Ashburton
Goldfield, Return showing salaries and
allowances of officials, as ordered.

By the Coumissioxer or Ramwwars:
Railways and Tramways, Report on work-
ing for the year 189%8. Public Works,
Report of department for the year 1897-8,

By the Prewter : Imports, Exports, and
Shipping, Supplementary Returns for six
months ended June 30, 1898.

Ordered te lie on the table,
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QUESTION : LAWLERS GOLD ESCORT.

Mg. MITCHELL asked the Premier,—
1, Whether it is intended that the Law-
lers gold escort shall, in the future, go
via Menzies instead of vie¢ Cue, as here-
tofore. 2, If so, why?

Tee PREMIER (Right Hon. Bir J.
Forrest) replied,—1. Yes; the service
has been organised to commence
from this date, and the banks
have had due notice. 2. For the follow-
ing resmsoms:—It was strongly recom-
mended by the warden. It was solicited
by the mining companies and others at
Mount Sir Samuel. It ie a shorter and
easier route to travel, and will serve the in-
terests of all the mining centres between
Mouat Sir Samuel and Menzies, including
Mount Malcodm, Mount Leonora, Mount
Magnet and Niagara. It will be a more
economical service than that vid Cue or
Mount Magnet. It will be attended with
less risk.

WORKMEN'S WAGES BILIL.

Read a third time, and transmitted to
the Legislative Council.

AdRICULTURAL LANDS PURCHASE
ACT AMENDMENT BILL.
Read a third time, and transmitted to
the Legislative Council.

COOLGARDIE GOLDFIELDS WATER
SUPPLY CONSTRUCTION BILL.

AMENDMENTS ON REPORT,

Order of the day, for the adoption of
report from Committee, read.

Tue PREMIER (Right Hon. Sir J.
Forrest) moved, as amendments in the
new clause adopted on the previous even-
ing (providing that any claim for com-
pensation for damage sustained through
exercise of powers conferred by the Bill
be referred to a Joint Committee of both
Houses of Parliament), that in line 2
after the word “shall” the words “until
gsettled by agreement” be inserted; also
that there be added to the clause the
words, “and shall be in lieu of any other
remedy whatever which any such person,
except for this provision, might have had
for anything done under the powers con-
ferred by this Act.” The first amendment,

he said, would give an opportunity to |
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| claimants and the Government to settle
| disputes which might arise.
, Put and passed, and the
. amended agreed to.

Bill reported with the further amend-
ments, and the report adopted.

clause as

LAND BILL.
RECOMMITTAL.

On the motion of the Prexier, the Bill
was recommitted for amendments.

Clause 3.—Interpretation:

Twe PREMIER: It was not proposed
on this recommittal to deal with the
alterations in the numbering of clauses
and parts, rendered necessary by the
amendments carried at the previous sit-
ting, as these alterations could be made
by the Clerk; but other consequential
amendments had to be made, though they
did not materially affect the Bill.  He
moved, as amendments, that the para-
graph commencing “standard timber,”
page 5, be struck out ; also that the word
“standard” at the bottom of page 4 be
struck out, these being consequential.

Put and passed.

Clause 9—Certain lands may be re-
gumed :

Tue PREMIER moved, as an amend-
ment, that after the word “hehalf,” line
7, the words “in case he shall be entitled
to compensation under this Act” be in-
serted

Put and passed.

Clause 19—Applications ; boundaries:

Tae PREMIER moved, as an amend-
ment, that after the word “unless,” line
8, the words “otherwise provided or” be
inserted. The clause wou'd then read,
‘“unless otherwise provided, or by ap-
proval of the Minister.”

Put and passed.

Clause 39—Governor may make re-
serves:

Tae PREMIER moved, as an amend-
ment, in line 6, that the words “such
Jands, whether surveyed or not, ag” he
struck out, and “any lands vested in the
Crown that” be inserted in lieu thereof,

Put and passed.

Tue PREMIER moved, as a further
ameéndment, that nfter the word “places,”
in sub-clause 13, the words “stock routes”
he inserted.

Put and passed.




Land Bill.

Clause 42—In whom reserves may be
vested :

Tne PREMIER moved, as an amend-
ment, that the word “such,” in lines 2
and 10, be struck out.

Put and passed.

Clause 59—~Certain lands may be de-
clared open:

Tre PREMIER moved the following
amendment: That the words “or south
of the 3ldeg. 30min. parallel of scuth
latitude™ be struck out.

Put and passed.

Clause 63—Restriction on alienation of
Crown lands in Kimberley, North-West,
West, East, and Eucla Divisions:

Tae PREMIER moved, as amend-
ments, that the words “Ninety-second,”
in lines 7 and 8, be struck out; also, that
the words “ or south of the 31deg. 30min.
parallel of south latitude,” in lines 10
and 11, be struck out.

Put and passed.

Clause 64—Conditions under which
land is held may be changed in certain
cn8es ;

Tre PREMIER moved, as amend-
ments, that the words “by written
notice” be inserted after the word
“lessee,” in line 3; aleo, that the words
“from the service of such notice” be in-
serted after the words “three months,” in
line 5.

Put and passed.

Clause 82—Applicant for homestead
farm may apply for additional land under
land laws in force for the time being:

Tee PREMIER: Whén in Committee
on this clause, the word “ten,” in the
ninth line, was altered to “five” ; but, on
comparing this clause with clause 55,
sub-clause (4), it was found that the
amendment would produce confumon, ag
the proviso would be “five miles” in one
clause and “ten” in another. He moved,
as an amendment, that the word “five,”
in the ninth line be struck out, and
“ten’ inserted in lieu thereof.

Put and nassed.

Clause 90—In certain cases, lease may
be transferred or mortgaged, with Minis-
ter's approval :

Tae PREMIER moved, as an amend-
ment, that the words “and as provided
in the next preceding section” be struck
out.

Put and passed.
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Clause 110 (new):

Tag PREMIER moved, as an nmernd-
ment, that after the word "for,” in sub-
clause (2), the words “cut and obtain”
be inserted.

Put and vassed
Claver 137—Transfer of leases an -
COnses :

Tue PREMIER moved, as an amend-
went in line 6, that after “purchase” the
word “or” be inserted.

Put and passed.

Ciause 14+7—Governor may grant lease
for special purposes:

Tue PREMIER moved, as an amend-
nent, that in line 3 the words “Crown
lands” be struck out and “lands vested in
the Crown’' be inserted in lieu thereof.

Put and passed.

Clause 149—Licenses for quamying,
etc., but not in goldfield or in mineral
dlstncb

Tae PREMIER moved, as amendments,
that in line 4 the word “Crovn” be struck
out ; also that after “lands=,” in line 5, the
words “vested in the Crown” L:e inserted.

Put and passed.

Bill reported with further amendments.

EARLY CLOSING BILL.
RECOMMITTAL.

On the motion of Mr. WaLTeER JaMES (in
charge of the Bill), the Bill was recom-
mitted.

Clause 2—Interpretation:

Mr. HIGHAM moved, as an amend-
ment, that in the interpretation of “shop”
the words “wholesale or” be struck out.
As far as the wholesale trade was con-
cerned, those engaged in it had already
granted, of their own free will, all the~
privileges endeavoured to be secured for
employees in retail business, under the
Bill ; but in wholesale houses, on two days
of the week a certain pumber of the em-
ployees on the clerical staff had to be em-
ployed during the evening, to deal with
mail correspondence. Hon. members
who had mercantile or commercial experi-
ence koew that during the day it was ab-
solutely imposeible to do much elerical
work or correspondence; therefore on
two nights of the week the wholesale
houses had to employ a small section of
the clerical staff to clear off the work.
As far as the wholesale trade was con-



2100  FEarly Closing Bill:

cerned, there wus not the slightest neces |
sity for the inclusion of this class of l
traders in the Bill The wholesale |
traders made up to their employees who |
worked on these nights of the week, by
gpecial holidays, far more than was taken
from them. Thiz part had been in-
serted by certain members in another
place who were antagonistic to the Bill.
Mg, GEORGE: 1Ii this Bill was to be
accepted by the Committee, the word
“wholesale” ehould not be struck out.
The sbject of hon. members who were
supporting the Bill was to put down over-
work in any trade or business coming
within. the scope of the Bill, whether
wholesale or retail. Unless the Bill dis-
tinctly defined the hours of labour, and
the time during which the employees
should "work, the wholesale man who
wished to be a “sweater” could simply re-
duce hia staff to the smallest limit o as
to cope with the work during the day,
and efter the doors were closed he could
employ the staff in getting through the
work which had accumulated during the
day. Working men engaged during the
day went out with their wives to shop in
the evening, and the wives were glad of
the companionship of their husbands;
but if this Bill were passed, the small
stcres would be crushed out of existence.
If small stores must be closed, a blow
would be at once struck at a class of small
shopkeepers who were quite as deserving
of the care of the Assembly as were large
capitalists represented by the member for
Fremantle (Mr. Higham). The argu-
ment was used that if, in the wholesale
stores, the assistants were worked more
than eight hours, they were given an
honorarium every year. That was well
in theory, and in some cases well in prac-
tice ; but when trade got slack, the ser-
vices of many were dispensed with. Tt
was from the ranks of the people dis-
migsed in slack times from large estab-
lishments that sprang the class of small
traders for whom he was now pleading.
Mgr. SOLOMON: This Bill emanated
from the retail employers and employed,
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who wished not to extend the movement
beyond the retail trade. It was necessary
to strike out the word “wholesale,” be-
cause it was difficult to see the line of -
demarcation between the wholesale and -
retail trade. Auctioneers sold possibly |

Recommittal.

up to four or five o'clock in the even-
ing, and it was impossible for them
to make up their accounts for
next morning, within the hours con-
templated in the Bill. The object of the
Bill would be met, for the present, by con-
fining it to the retail trade.

Amendment put and passed.

Mr. GEQORGE moved, as a further
amendment, that in line 3 the word
“stall” be struck out.

Mg. Hionan: The schedule exempted
tea and coffee houses.

Mr. GEORGE: The member for East
Perth (Mr. James) reminded him that the
object of the amendment could be at-
taiped by moving that stalls be placed
amongst the exemptions "1 the schedale,
He would withdraw the amendment.

Further amendment, by leave, with-
drawn.

Clause 5—Act to be in operation only
in proclaimed districts:

Me. JAMES moved, as amendments,
that in line 2, the word “and” between
“Kalgoorlie” and “Boulder” be struck
out, and that after “Boulder” the words
“Kanowns, Bulong, Menzies, and Broad
Arrow” be inserted. This amendment
was moved, he said, at the desire of the
member for East Coplgardie (Mr. Moran).

Put and passed.

Clause 6—Act to be in operation in the
metropolitan district oo Januvary lst,
1889:

Mzr. VOSPER moved, as amendments,
that in line 2, the word "and” betsween
“Kalgoorlie” and "Boulder,” be struck
out ; also, that after the word “Boulder,”
in the second line, the words “Kanowna,
Bulong, Menzies, and Broad Arrow” be
inserted.

Put and passed.

Mzr. VOSPER moved, as a further
amendment, that after the words “half-
holiday” at the end of the clause, the fol-
lowing be added : —“And provided also
that no bar-keeper, whether male or
female, ghall be employed in or about any
hotel or licensed premises for mere than
eight hours out of each day of 24 hours.”
Ar a matter of fact, he knew there were
bar-keepers in the city of Perth employ-
ing nssistants such long hours as from 6
in the morning till past I1 at night. In
Tegislating for shop assistants there was
no reazon why persons engaged in the
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unhealthy and disagreeable occupation
of dispensing liquor should be shut ourt
from this law.

Mg JAMES: It was to be hoped the
memher for North-East Coolrardie would
not press the amendment. There were a
great number of alterations he (M.
James) would be glad to see in the Bill,
but he did not like to imperil the success
of the relief which this Bill would afford
by introducing matter which might cause
debate in another place,

Mr. VOSPER : In deference to that re-
quest, he would withdraw the amend-
ment. Storekeepets of all kinds were at-
tacked, but when once an attack was
made on public-houses, defeat was almost
certain.

Amendment, by leave, withdvawn.

Clause 8-—FEvery shop shall be closed
for one half-holiday per week:

Mr. JAMES moved, as an amendment,
that the words “the colony,” in line &, be
struck out, and “such district” be in-
gerted in lien thereof.
in the drafting.

Put and passed.

Clause 11—Hours of employment for
women and children:

Mg. HIGHAM moved, as an amendment,
that “forty-eight,” in line 3, be struck out,
with. & view of inserting in lieu thereof
“fifty-four.” The ordinary hours of work
in retail stores were from & o'clock to 6,
with one hour for luncheon, and, allowing
for half-holidays, it would be found that
the ordinary employee worked 354 hours
per week. If this clause were passed the
effect would be to throw many women or
girls out of employment, because in many
cages they undertook the duties of cashiers,
and these dutiescould not be divided, one
person taking sole responsibility of such
duties in an establishment. As regarded
protection for those under the age of 16,
he did not think it was a material point,
Lecause very few under the age of 16 were
employed in any retnil houses in the
colony unless they happened to be the
children of those owning the business.

Mg, OLDHAM: Surely it was not
necessary to make a change of the kind
now proposed. As he understood the
clause,

entirely had reference to persons under
16.
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It was a mistake

no one under 16 must be em-
ployed in this business, consequently it

Recommittal. 2101

Mr. VOSPER: The idea embraced in
the amendment was to allow women to be

. employed for 54 hours a week : hut if the

amendment were carried, any child might
be employed for 54 hours also,

Mz, Hignam : The Education Bill pro-
vided for that.

Mg. VOSPER: The Education Bill did
not do se, he thought. At any rate, there
should be as many safeguards as possible.

Mg. Grorop: It would be well to pro-
vide that no child under 14 should be em-
ployed.

Me. VOSPER: Every attempt made
to improve this Bill, which would be
a really ugeful measure, was met by the
plea that it would lead to objection in
ancther place ; but any endeavour to em-
agsculate the Bill and make it worse was
successful. He would oppose.

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn.

Mg. GEORGE moved, as an amend-
ment, that the following words be added
to the clauze: “No personunder 14 years
of nge shall be employed.” His reason for
doing this was that he did not think any
shopkeeper or other person should have a
right to employ a child under 14 years of
age. Neither the bones nor museles of
children under 14 years of age were set,
and a child under 14 should not be
allowed to lift heavy burdens or do any-
thing that might stunt its growth and: in-
Jquie its physical strength.

Mg, HIGHAM: The object of the
amendment was secured by the Education
Bill ; and on behalf of the small traders
for whom the hon. member pleaded so
piteously just now, he (Mr. Higham) de-
sired to point out that if the smendment
were passed it would prevent them from
leaving a child in charge of a shop when
they went away to have a meal or dosome
outside work.

Mg, GEORGE : The employment under
14 in a shop or any other business was a
crime against humanity, for it stunted
the pgrowth, dwarfed the understanding,
and might have the effect of ruining them
entirely. It might be termed “legalised
child-murder.”

Amendment put and a division taken
with the followine result:—

Ayes . .. 4
Noes .. 18

Majority against ... 14
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Ayés. Noes. measured. There ought to be a clear
Mr. G Mr. Conolly understanding on this point.
Mr. Vospar Sir John Forrest Mr. JAMES (in charge of the Bill):
Mr. Kingsmill Mr. Hubble A tailor was like any other manufacturer,
Mr. George el )h&: %.sh“m th and his establishment was not like a re-
(Teller) Mr, J;;E: ° teil shop where goods were exposed for
Mr, Kenny sale. The kind of trading spoken of by
11‘&;- ﬁke the hon. member would be permissible.
. TOY )
A Y Am;ndment (Mr. Vosper’s) put and
Mr. Mitohell assed. X ,
Mr. Moran Mr. VOSPER: The proviso exempting
Mr, Morgans news-agents’, stationers’, and booksellers’
Mr. P9nne[at.her Bhaps WAS da’ngemu&
]13&"- Picaze MR, Groree: We must get our news
r. Solomon
Mr. Wallaos pepers. )
Mr. Oldbam Mr. VOSPER: Yes; but did the ex-
(Teller) emption apply only to shops confined to

Amendment thus pegatived.

Schedule:

M. JAMES moved, as an amendment,
that affer the word “house,” in line 2, thy
words “or stalls” be inserted.

Put and passed.

Mr. VOSPER: The provision that
shops for the sale of toilet and medical
and surgical requisites be exempted was
much too wide. A shopkeeper wbuld
only require a shaving brush and a piece
of soap in his window to render his es-
tablishment entirely exempt from the
operation of the Bill, which would be-
come a mere piece of waste paper. Any
shop could thus make itself exempt.
Even the largest drapery est.a.b].ishments
zold toilet requisites

Tag PREMIER: The proviso in the
schedule applied only to establishments
which dealt exclusively in such goode.

Mg. HIGHAM : The Bill provided that
mixed shops were not exempt.

Mg. GEorGE: What was a mixed shop?

Mr. Hioham: Read the Bill.

Mr. VOSPER: If the reference was
- only to shops for the sale of these articles,
such establishments were a.lready pro-
vided for under the h.ea;dmg of “chemists
and druggists’ shops.” He moved, as an
amendment, thai the words “shops for
the sale of toilet and medical and surgi-
cal requisites” be struck oiit.

Mz. GEORGE : How would the Bill affect
small tailors’ shops, of which there were
many in Perth and Fremantle, at which
customers, otherwise employed in the
day time, called in the evening to receive
clothing previously ordered, or to get

those lines without selling other goods?
Mr. JAMES: The point was covered
by clause 3, which provided that any shop
gelling goods other than those mentioned
in the schedule would not be exempt.
Bill reported with further amend-
ments.

GOLDFIELDS ACT AMENDMENT BILL.
IN COMMIITEE.

Clause 1-—agreed to.

Clause 2—Amendment to sec. 4:

Mr. GREGORY : This was apparently
the proper time to move for the repeal
of clause 11 of the Goldfields Act, 1-895.

Tae CHAIRMAN: The hon. member
evidently desired a new clause.

Me. GREGORY : The clause was num-
bered 77 in the Bill which had recently
been withdrawn.

Mr. ILLINGWORTH : The hon. mem-
ber must move the new clause at the end
of the Bill.

Mr. GREGORY suid he wished to re-
peal one clause of the existing Aect, and
to substitute a new clause in lieu thereof.

Tap CHAIRMAN: The hon. member
wished to insert something in the nature
of a new clauge. He could do that after
the clauses in the Bill had been dealt
with

Clause put and passed.

Clauses 3 to 6, inclusive—agreed to.

Clause 7—Exemption from labour con-
ditions:

Mr. VOSPER: What was meant by
sub-clauge (@), “Want of capital after a
fair sum shall have been expended?”
What was a fair sum, and who would
have the right to decide what a fair sum
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was?
vision.

Mr. Georgr: Say £5,000,

Mg. VOSPER : "That would be a small
amount in some places, and it would be a
crime to compel persons to spend £5,000
in other places.

Mr. Moman:
discretion.

Mg. YVOSPER: We had left too much
to Ministerial discretion in the past. He
moved, a8 an amendment, that sub-
clause (a) be struck out.

Tee MINISTER OF MINES: Sub-
clause (a) meant that, after a fair amount
of money had been spent on a lease, ex-
emption might be granted.

Mg, Vosper: What was a fair amount ]

Ten MINISTER OF MINES: The
warden would consider the matter first,
and then it would go before the Minister.
If the applicants could show that, in the
opinion of the court, a fair amount of
money had been spent on a lease, then
that might be a ground on which exemp-
tion could be granted. The cese would
be heard in open court before the warden,
and anyone who liked to object could do
80, and then the case would be argued.
Subsequently it would be brought before
the Minister, who wonld consider whether
2 fair amount had been spent on the lense.
This was one of the recommendations of
the Mining Commission. He was not
particularly wedded to the words, but the
Committee should consider well before
striking them out.

Mg. MITCHELL: We could not make
s hard-and-fast rule in regard to this mat-
ter. What would apply to one lease
would pot apply to another. It would
be well to leave the matter to the disere-
tion of the warden.

Me. VOSPER: We should not place
the question entirely in the hands of the
Minister. Persons who had influence
might he able to obtain exemption. If
o warden had an application for exemp-
tion before him, and found the lessees too
poverty-stricken to go on with their work,
and that a fair amount had been spent,
then that might be a ground for exemp-
tion ; but to give the Minister power to
say whether a fair amount of capital had
been spent on the lease, and to grant
exemption upon that, was too great a
power.

It seemed to be a dangerous pro-

Leave it to Ministerial

in Commitiee, 2108

Mr. LEAKE: If there was anything in
the objection of the hon. member, it
might apply to every one of the sub-
clauses. In every instance the discretion
was left to the warden, and it must be so
in a question of exemption. Take, for
instance, scarcity of labour. How was it
possible to define “scarcity” 1

Mr. Vosrer: We could fence that in.

Mr. LEAKE: Take the reason that “a
mine is for some other cause unwork-
able.” In every case, these points must
be left to the discretion of the warden.

Mgr. Vosper: The whole clause was
exemption made easy,
Mr. LEAKE: We should not con-

demn it on that account. The hon. mem-
ber should leave the clause as it stood;
and, after all, the exemption was only for
six months in the year.

Mr. GREGORY: Clause 7T was sup-
posed only te deal withh an amendment
of section 25 ; and under section 25 of the
1895 Act, power was given to grant
exemption for reasons stated therein on
claims and authorized holdings. We
wanted a new clause which would prevent
any Minister zranting exemption such as
had been granted in the past. He did
not accuse the present Minister of Mines
of granting exemption improperly, be-
cauge the information he had referred to
the time before the present Minister
took office. During the year 1897, he
{Mr. Gregory) asked for a return showing
the number of leages upon which exemp-
tion had been granted for a longer term
than six months in any one year. Ac-
cording to his reading of the Act, he
understood that exemption could be
granted for only six months of the year;
but, according to the return, 146 cases
were given in which exemption had been
granted for a longer term than six
months, and some of the reasons were
frivolous. In some cases, total exemp-
tion was granted on the ground that the
work had been done without payable re-
sults, and in other cases over 10 months’
exemption had been granted in one year.
He had been told that leases had been
held for over two years, and not three
months’ work done upon them. We
wanted to stop the right of anyone going
to the Minister with a plausible tale, and
instead of getting a month or two months’
exemption which he would have got if
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gworn evidence had been taken, he got six
months’ exemption from the Minister. He
{Mr. Gregory) knew a case in which the
warden for Mount Maleolm district recom-
mended three months’ exemption, and six
months was granted. If a man wished to
give reasons why exemption should
be granted, they ought to be given in open
court and not in the Minister’s office ; and
the law should state that in no case should
exemption be granted for a longer period
than six months. He would like to give
the warden power to grant protection in
urgent cases, but to grant it only once
and for a fortnight ; also to grant exemp-
tion only for a month; and any further
exemption to be granted by the Minister,
subject to the warden’s recommendation.
But in no case, unless heard in open court
and recommended by the warden, should
exemption be granted, and then not for a
longer period than six monthe. The rea-
sone given in sub-clanses of clause 7 only
dealt with authorised claims and holdings.

Tue MINISTER OF MINES: This
olsuse dealt with all leases. The clause
dealt first of all with section 25 of the
principal Act by repealing the sub-sections
of that section. Seotion 25 dealt with the
reagons for suspension of work, and how
the suspension could be obtained. If
hot. members looked at section 26 of the
principal Act, they would see that clause
7 dealt with leases as well as claima.
Seotion 26 provided that the reasonsgiven
for suspension of labour being granted on
claima should apply also to leases.
Hob. members must understand that they
were. dealing with leases, and not the
methed of obtaining exemption, but the
grounds on which exemptions might be
granted In dealing with this clause, that
must be remembered.

Mr. KINGSMILL: The object would
be met by inserting the words, “in the
opinion of the warden” after the word
“shall.” It was impossible to draw a
hard-andtfast line. The man who had, or
ought to have, the most knowledge of the
district and of the circumstances would
he on the spot, and he was the loeal war-
den.

MRg. Vosper: Would the hon. member
move that as an amendment?

Mg. KINGSMILL: Yes.

Mr. VOSPER asked leave to withdraw
his amendment in favour of that sug-

|
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gested. The Committee were indebted
to the Minigter of Mines for the explana-
tion he had given of the clause. Although
the member for North Coolgardie (Mr.
Gregory) was slightly off the track in his
irterpretation of the clause, it would be
necessary to provide in some portion of
the Bill againet backstairs influence in the
granting of exemption. He did not use
the word “backstairs” in a sense uncom-
plimentary to the Minister, but was refer-
ring to the kind of influence which came
behind the warden, and afforded no actual
means of ascertaining the truth or false
hood of the representations made. The
member for North Coolgardie should, later
om, move an amendment embodying his
suggestion.

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

Mer. KINGSMILL moved, as an amend-
ment, that in sub-clause (a), after the
word "shall,” the words “in the opinion of
the warden” be inserted.

Mr. GREGORY: As to his being
“glightly off the track,” in the interpreta-
tion of this clause, 1t was within his know-
ledge that these sub-clauses had refer-
ence to leases; but it was necessary to
take care, before this Bill got through
Committee, to insert a clause dealing with
tha method of granting exemptions, and
such an amendment would be submitted
by him at the prover time.

Tur MINISTER OF MINES: It was
only due to the Mines Department that
he should say a few words, after what had
fallen from the member for North-East
Coolgardie (Mr. Vosper) in reference to
the pumber of exemptions granted in the
past on leases, He did not know where
the hon. member got his information, but
all the exemption papers had come be-
fore him as Minister, includiag the war-
den’s recommendations, and the evidence
in court,

Mgr. VoseEr: It was before the pre-
sent Minister's tine.

Tae MINISTER OF MINES: All pre-
vious transactions with regard to leases
were bracketed together in the papers,
s that they could be traced from the
time of a lease being granted up to the
present moment. Not one instance of the
kind suggested by the hon. member had
come under his notice, and it was curious
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that these exemptions did not come back
to him.

Mr. KinagsaiLL:
bad been abandoned.

Tue MINISTER OF MINES: Then
there could not have been much harm in
granting the exemptions. A great deal
of care was exercised in granting exemp-
tions—more care than hon. members
seemed to think.

Mg. [ruxewortH: There had not
always been that great care.

Tre MINISTER OF MINES: It was
impossible to agree with the allegation
that influences were brought on the
Minister to grant exemptions. He wax
glad to have advice from hon. members,
and he hoped to be able to profit. by it

Mg. Tuuneworrd: The Minister was
blocking the Bill

Tue MINISTER OF MINES: It was
not fair of hon. members to make state-
ments such as had been made, in refer-
ence to the granting of exemptions.

Mr TIuavewortH: They were before
the present Minister’s time.

Mr. GrEGORY : Papers were laid
on the table of the House, dealing with
those cases.

Amendment {(Mr. Kingsmill’a) put and
passed.

Mr. ILLINGWORTH moved, ag a fur-
ther amendment, that sub-clause (f},
“That the mine is for some other cause
unwarkable,” be struck out. Causes of
exemption were stated in the clause, and
then came the vague phrase “some other
cause.”

Tue MINISTER OF MINES:
clause was in the present Act.

Mgr. IiuinaworTH: Never mind that.

Tue MINISTER OF MINES: This was
the first cause set down in the present
Act for exemption. Many causes might
crop up of which really nothing could be
known beforehand, and all these could
not be set forth in the elause.

Mg. VOSPER: While there might be
causes not known beforehand, there were
causes brought forward nobody knew
anything of, and there were causes that
were not cauges.

Tae Presier: The Minister must he
given credit for some common sense.

Toe MinsTErR oF MiNEs: The caaes
would be heard in open court.

Probably the leases

This
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Mr. VOSPER: But nobody might be
interested in the exemptions, especially
in remote districts. The object was to
prevent exemptions being granted with-
out sufficient cause.

Me. Morax: There never had been a
single instance of that during the last five
years.

Mgr. VOSPER:
lying idle.

Mg. Moraxn: That was not under this
sub-clause.

Mg. VOSPER : What was the mysteri-

Mines could be zeen

ous process in which these mines were
locked up1?
Tuae Mivister oF Mines: They had

been abandoned.

Mg. VOSPER : That could not be, be-
cause it was known they were under
exemption. The desire was to limit the
causes for exemption as much as pos-
gible; but all kinds of vague clauses
were being introduced which formed a
kind of drag-net.

THE Mivister or Mivgs: This was not
being introduced: it was in the present
Act

Mr. VOSPER: Under the present Act,
large numbers of exemptions had been
granted which should not have been
granted.

Tre PREMIER: Supposing there was
foul air, or the shaft took fire?

Mer. VOSPER: Those could not be
cauges for exemption from labour, be-
because such eccurrences would actually
cause extra labour in order to get rid of
the gas or put out the fire.

Preaer: That would not be
labour to work the mine. It was no use
trying to make this law cast-iron.

Tue ATTORNEY GENERAL : The
leaseholder might allow the fire to burn
out, as was done at Broken Hill (N.S.W.}.

Mg. YOSPER : In case of a fire, there
would be as much labour about the sur-
face as would comply with the labour
conditions.

M=s. Moreans: What could the men
do? There would he no batteries run-
ning.

Mr. VOSPER: No; but the men
would be required to help in the fire.

MR. LEAKE : The paragraph cught to
remain. Some allyvial miner, who had
gone down 20 or 30 feet in fairly solid
ground, might find the walls of his shaft
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tumbling in, and have to stop in order

to get timber.

Mr. Vosper: That was provided for in
the next sub-clause.

Mr. LEAEE: Neo; the next sub-clause
did not cover the case.

Me. Moran : Nor would it ocover
the case where a drive tumbled in.

Mgr. LEARE: In such cases the man
would require exemption in order to get
timber, which was not always available
on a geldfield.

Mr. KINGSMILL: On the goldfield
which he represented, floods or other
causes might shut off communication
with the coast, and cause the dynamite
supply to run out. He had known such
instances, not in one year, but in three
or feur guccessive years; and under such
circumstances exemption was absolutely
necessary, because the work could not be
carried on without the aid of dynamite.
For that and many other reasons 1t was
eminently desirable the clause should be
left in the Bill.

Mr. WALLACE : The word “‘sufficient”
might be inserted between “other” and
“cause.”

Tup Premier: What would be “suffi-
cient” cause?

Mgr, WALLACE: That would be deci-
ded by the warden, which was not the case
now.

A Meuper: Yes, it was

Mp. WALLACE: If we said “some
other sufficient cause,” it would be for the
warden to say whether the alleged cause
was sufficient or not.

Amendment (Mr. ILuixowomTH's) put
and negatived.

Mg. VOSPER moved that sub-clause (#)
be struck gut. When a mine was in dis-
pute, it was usual for one of the parties tv
obtain an injunction against the other, to
prevent him from working the nine

Tue Arrorwey GBNERAL: Supposing he
did not obtain the injunction?

Mr. VOSPER: That was done in the
majority of cases. :

Tue Premier: Supposge they would not
give it to him? .

Mg, VOSPER : The danger he feared
was that we should have sham disputes
raised for the purpose of obtaining exemp-
tion; yet, at the same time, they would
have the appearance of being bora fide.

in Committee.

TreE ArrorxEy GExERAL: The warde

could not grant an exemption, then.
i Mg VOSPER: The warden would ng
. do so if he detected the collusion; bu
could He detect it! We knew what ha
been done in claim jumping, for claim
had been jumped over and over again b
different persons who really represente
the same party, and those mines had bee
kent unworked for years. The whol
thing might be arranged between differen
persens, all knowing what it was and wher
it was going to end ; the scheme bein
got up for the purpose of depriving th
country of the advantage of having th
mine worked. One man deserted a leas
and another person, in reality a partne:
came along and claimed the forfeiture o
the ground that the labour conditions wer
not complied with ; so it went on, apps
renily changing hands, and that sort ¢
thing continued for months and months.

Toe Prammr: And it always would b
done, he supposed.

Mr. VOSPER: There was n desire t
gee it prevented.

Mr. Geonroe: It was impossible to ok
tain perfection.

Mr. VOSPER : It would be well to ge
as near perfection as possible; and, witl
a view of making the Bill a little mor
perfect than at present, he had moved tha
this sub-clause be atruck out.

Mr. KINGSMILL : If there were collu
gion, it would be an easy matter to appl
for an injunction. The amendment woul
have no effect whatever in the directio
intended.

Mgr. VOSPER : The case of a real dis
pute, in which an injunction might be in
volved, was provided for elsewhere. [
wits necessary to insist on the striking ou
of this sub-clause.

Amendment (M. Vosper's) put anc
negatived,

Msz. VOSPER moved, ag an amendment
tha: the following be added as a provia
to sub-clause (7): “Provided also that ni
exemptions shall be granted on the groun
of scarcity of labour, until proof is ad
duced that labour has been advertised fo
In a newspaper circulating in the distric
where the mine is situated, and that notic
hay been given to such effect to the loca
or nearest labour organisation.”  Th
proviso was substantially the same as @
| clauge in the recent Gold Mines Bill ; anc
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that being so, he took it the Minister
would not object to this. It was a provi-
sion eminently useful and desirable, We
did not wish exemption to be granted on
the bare statement that there was a scar-
city of labour, but to make sure there had
been a reasonable attempt to provide
labour.

Mg. Moran: The compulsory adver-
tising would be a splendid thing for the
newspapers, but would cost a lot of money,

Mr. VOSPER : One could advertise for
100 men for something like 1s. 6d.

Mzr. Morax: Advertise in the nearest
“pub.” That would catch them.

Me. VOSPER: There was no reason
why notice should not be posted at a
public-house.

A MzmBer: In a church.

Mg. Morax: They would pever see it
there.

Mg. VOSPER : That would be an excel-
lent means of concealing it.

Tag MINISTER OF MINES: The de-
sice wag not to have too many provisions
in this Bill. He could see there were diffi-
culties in a provision such as this, not so
much affecting the big man as the small
man. A man might be in a back block
where there was no labour -organisation
within a hundred miles. There were not
labour organieations in every square mile
of country. In giving notice, A man
might have to ride a hundred miles to the
nearest newspaper office.

Mg. George: There might not be a
post office near,

Mr. VOSPER: It was simply absurd
to find the Minister of Mines opposing a
clause which the Minister had intreduced
and recommended only a few days ago, in
the other Bill. Did not the Government
know their own mind for two days to-
gether? .

Mg. Moray : We were not dealing with
the whole of that Bill again.

Mr. VOSPER: But any amendments
he thought desirable be would introduee,
leaving tbe Committee to do what they
thought fit with them. There could be
no objection now against what he pro-
posed, which did not apply also ab the
time the Minister introduced his own
Rill. The clause as it stood wouid create
much dissatisfaction.  Reference was
made to persons in a remote district ;
but he would point out that men coming
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from such places could say what they
liked to the warden, and the warden

_would have no means of verifying or dis-

puting their evidence ;.whereasif his (Mr.
Vosper’s) amendment were carrvied, the
warden would ask for a copy of a letter
or newspaper showing that labour had
been sought for.

Mr. LEAEE: The amendment could
not be worked. For instance, what was
a labour organisation? Was it to be de-
fined as one recognised by law, one re-
cognised by municipalities, or recognised
by a Mining Association, or recognised
by a self-constituted essociation?

MR. Vosper: He could advertise in a
newspaper.

Mr. LEAEKE: What constituted a
newspaper? There might be six or more
men holding a consolidated miner's
right, on certain alluvial ground which
required that number of men to work the
claim, Two of those men might die, or
two might sell out and go away, so that
the labour conditions could not be per-
formed. If this claim were situated a
couple of hundred miles away, and it
might be so, then it would take from
three weeks to two months to do what
would be required if this amendntent
were passed. In the meantime, from the
day the application was made, until the
reply came back, the claim would be
liable to be jumped at any moment. Thus
the six miners working together ran the
risk of losing their property ; amd the
proviso referred to the alluvial mfher, as
well as to the leascholder, and would
wei ™l el more heavily on the former
than on the latter. The amendment wes
all right in theory, but it would be diffi-
cult of application. How long must the

- advertisement appear in the paper?

Mr. Vosper: One ipsertion would
suffice.

Mr. LEAEE: Then the advertising
could Le done in a hole-and-corner .man-
ner, and the Act evaded. There would
be a delay until the newspaper containing
the advertisement came back; and the
newspaper would have to be proved in
court. The recommendation of the
Mining Commission had been copied ver-
batim in the draft Bill recently with-
drawn ; but it was objectionable, because
up to the present moment labour organ-

isations were not recognised by law, and



2108 Goldfields Amendment Bill: [ASSEMBILY.]

the proposal, if passed, would thus be a
dead letter. It would mean that no per-
son could get exemptipn on the ground
of scarcity of labeur; and it was particuy-
larly objectionable because it applied to
the alluvial miner as well ag to the lease-
holder, ]

Mgr. KINGSMILL : In several wardens’
eourts there was an excellent custom in
vogue. The warden was prepared (o ac-
cept as ovidence of the bona fides of the
applicant for exemption, the fact that
notices had been posted at the warden’s
office and on the ground, calling for
labour. The system had worked satis-
factorily in the past, and would work well
in the future. It was impracticable to
use the [abour organisations for this pur-
pose. The claim might be jumped while
a man was on his way to give notice.

MRr. Vosper: Were there no such things
as post-offices in the colony?

Mr. GREGORY: The amendment had
better be withdraws, as it would press
more heavily upon the alluvial miner than
on the leaseholder. It was his intention
to propose a new clause for amending sec-
tion 46 of the principal Act, and dealing
with exemptions in regard to leases only,
to the following effect :—"“Provided that
before exemption shall be granted on the
ground of scarcity of labour, the appli-
cant shall have posted up a notice to that
effect at the warden’s office or the nearest
post-office, and forwarded a copy thereof
to the local labour organisation, if any.”
This involved no point of iaw. If there
were no local labour organisation, the pro-
vision would &till be operative as to the
other means of advertising.

Mr VOSPER said he would not take
the responsibility of withdrawing the
amendment. If hon. members did not
like it, let them vote against it.

Amendment (Mr. Vosper's) put and
negatived. .

Mr. LEAKE: During the debate the
other evening, a desire was evinced that
facilities should be granted to persons
wishing to object to applications for ex-
emption. This was the proper time to
insert such a proviso.

Mg. VOSPER moved, as an amend-
ment, that the following words be added .
to the clause: —

Provided also that if application for exemp- ‘I
tion shall be made on any of the grounds

. not.
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hereinbefore set forth, prouf shall be introduced
by the applicant showing that every reasonable
effort has been made to overcome the difficulties
wherefor exetnption is claimed.

The proposal of the member for Albany
(Mr. Leake) might be added to this pro-
viso, the object of which was to make it

* certain that an applicant for exemption

had doae all in his power to overcome the
difficulties complained of. If in the war-
den’s judgment he had not done o, the
application should be refused, In the
case of an influx of water, the warden was
required to prove the length of time for
which it had been allowed to continue;
and similarly with regard to scarcity of
labour.

Tue MINSTER OF MINES: Section
25 of the Act covered this point, by pro-
viding that such cases should be heard by
th: warden, and that evidence onm oath
must be adduced, to satisfy the magis-
trate of the existence of the difficulties
in question.

Mr. Vosper: It was not provided that
the applicant should show that he had
done anything to overcome the difficul-
ties complained of,

‘I'ug MINISTER OF MINES: Clause 25
read: “The registered owner or a majo-
rity of the registered owners of any claim
or other authorised holding, who shall
prove to the satisfaction of the warden by
evidence on oath in open court that any
of the causes for suspension—" The war-
den was not obliged to grant exemption,
but could refuse it, if he considered the
evidence unsatisfactory. It was also pro-
vided that objectors to these applications
should be heard in court.

Me. VOSPER: It was one thing to
prove that difficulties existed: but he
wirbed the applicant te prove also that he
had made every reasonable effort to over-
come the difficulties.

Tre Arroryer GExERAL: Would
thal be ascertained on inquiry?

Ma. VOSPER: It might, or it might
Some people alleged very shallow
excuses to obtain exemption. The war-
dea sbould be instructed to ascertain
whether they had used all reasonable
means of overcoming the difficulty.

Tue MINISTER OF MINES: The
clause said, “actually existing.”  That
surely met the objection.

Mr. VOSPER: There might be an influx

not

- of water amounting to 100 gallons per
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day, a small quantity, easily kept in '

check ; but if the lessee allowed it to
accumulate until it rose to a height of 40
feet, and claimed exemption on the
strength of that accumulation, the warden
should be instructed to ascertain whether
the applicant had taken steps to prevent
th» accumulation.

Tre ATTORNEY GENERAL: Could not the
warden inquire into thet?

Mgr. VOSPER: But he might not do
87.  Such inquiries were not always made
with due strictness. The applicant should
be obliged to prove that he had used
every reasonable means of overcoming the
difticulties. And similarly with scarcity
of labour, proof should be required, not
only thet labeur was scarce, but that
every reasonable effort had been made to
procure men.

Tre ATTORNEY GENERAL (Hon. R.
W. Pennefather): Why did the hon. mem-
ber urge his amendment, when it was
clearly laid down as the warden’s duty te
find out what was the difficulty in respect
of which exemption was claimed? In the
case of an influx of water, he would, be-
fore granting exemption inquire how
much water was in the ghaft, and how long
had it been allowed to accumulate.

Mg. LEAKE: The words quoted by the
Minister ¢f Mines covered the ground of
the proposed amendment. Though the
latter was certainly more convenient, yet
the implication was clear in Section 23,
that the warden must be satisfied by evi-
dence on oath, and must therefore take
inte consideration the very points which
the hon. member (Mr. Vosper) said he
ought to consider. The amendment,
therefore, though not objectionable, would
have no particular force.

Amendment (Mr. Vosper's) by leave
withdrawn.

Mr. GREGORY: Under the present
Act, no authority was given for any per-
son to oppose applications for exemption.

Mr. LEAKE said he had drafted a
proviso which read, “provided that any
miner may object to the granting of sus-
pension of work.”

Mg, GREGORY said he had an amend-
ment which read, “provided also that
any PETson may appear in court and give
evidence in opposition to the applica-
tion,”
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Tee ATTORNEY GENERAL: It would
be better to say “any miner,” because any
Afghan or Chinese might oppose an appli-
cation, if the provigo said “any person.”

Tae PREMIER: A miner was & man with
a miner's right.

Mgr. GREGORY: A man might hold a
lease, but not have a miner’s right. The
word “miner” would do just as well.

Tre MINISTER OF MINES: There
were forms now for laying objections.

{ M. Vosrer: By interested parties

Tee MINISTER OF MINES: No.
There were formi of objection to the
granting of exemptions, provided by the
regulations. :

Mg, Vosrer: Was not objection limited
to a person interested in the land?

Tae MINISTER OF MINES: No.
Anybody could object. He had a case
before him that’ day, in which a poor fel-
low who had worked a lease for 3 years
applied for 3 months’ exemption. He
had done & lot of work on his lease, but
the people in the town opposed the ap-
plication for exemption. The people
went into court, and about a dozen gave
evidence against the pranting of the ap-
plication, and the consequence was that
the warden would not recommend the
granting of the exemption. This occur-
red in the Murchison district. Power was
now given that any person, mot in any
way interested in the lease, could oppose
the granting of an application for ex-
emption.

Mr. LEAKE: The Minister was quite
right. There was & power for any-
one to object ; but distinct notice was re-
quired. Supposing any miner was in the
court and was interested, he might with-
out notice, volunteer information straighi
away.,

Tee Premier: That would encourage
frivolous objections. ’

Mr. LEAKE: Perhaps it.would be bet-
ter to have notice of the objections, so
that the parties interested might be pre-
parad.

Me. VOSPER: One important matter
wag in reference to the searcity of labour.
He wanted to prevent the ground of
scarcity of labour being made wuge
of, when the sole c¢ause of the
scarcity of labour had arisen from dis-
putes between the owner of the mine
; and the men.  Supposing there wag a
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strike and the men were locked out; in -
such & case the warden should exercisa
a wise discretion. He did not think ex-
emption should be granted because there
wag a labour dispute. IF it could be
gshown that the demands of the men were
unreasonable, then the warden might
grant the exemption; but if the scarcity
of labour was brought about by the mas-
ter’s own action in refusing a living wage,
or in trying to reduce the standard rate
of wage, then the warden might grant
the exemption. He would like to insert
a proviso that exemption should not be
granted on the grounds specified in this
- gection if it was proved to the satisfac-
tion of the warden that the application
had been caused or hrought about by
any dispute between employers and em-
ployed, or if there were any dispute affect-
ing the hours or wages of the miners em-
ployed on or about the lease in respect
of which the exemption was applied for.
He would like this principle inserted in
the clause. ]

The ArrorvBy GENERAL: It would be
difficult to apply.

Mk. VOSPER: It was a great griev-
ance amongst the miners that, as soon
as o disturbance arose, the first thing an
einployer did was to say he would apply
for an exemption and shut the men out.

TeHE ATTORNEY GENERAL: If the men
had the power, they might abatain from
work.

Tue Presier : And jump the lease.

Mr. VOSPER: The warden ought to
liave discretionary power.

Clause put and passed.

Clause 8—Amendment of section 33 of
principal Act:

Mgr. VOSPER: The Mining on Private
Property Bill provided that streets might
be taken up and mined under. In this
cage, it would be necessary to insert a
proviso “that ho holder of a miner’s right
shall be permitted to take up, hold, or
mine upon or under any street, road, or
highway, which surrounds, or partiaily
surrounds, any claim, area, or other au-
thoriged holdings oceupied by other hold-
era of miners' rights.” If & man had a
block of ground, and a person had ac-
quired the right to mine on a portion of

* it, another person might come along and
take up a lease of the roadway surround-
ing the block.  This man was not in a |
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position to mine himself, but he blocked
other people from inining under the road.
In the case of Charters Towers, where
there were a number of freehold blocks in
the centre of the town, one company took
up ihe whole of the streets surrounding
those sections, and compelled the free
holders who had certain rights under the
Mining on Private Property Act, gradu-
ally to sell their land for a small consider-
ation, because they were blocked from
mining under the road.

Twe Premier : Could a street be taken
up for the purpose of mining?

Tae ArrorNEY GENERAL: A license had
to he obtained.

Tuae Premmer: Who would give the k-
ceuse?

Mr. VOSPER : The warden, and it was
the warden who granted the license at
Charters Towers

Tar Preumr: The warden would not
give o lease here.

Mr. VOSPER: But supposing there
wons & bone fide applicstion from a per-
son to take up a portion of the street at
Coolgardie for subterranean mining for
which the Aot provided!

THE ATTORNEY (FENERAL:
limited quantity.

THe Premigr :
granted.

Mr. VOSPER: But a lease had been
granted in Queensland, and the lease-
holder proceeded to blackmail the per-
sons who held the property. There had
Leen volumes written about this subject.
The dispute was raging at Charters Tow-
ers whilst he was there; it had been
raging for ten years bLefore that, and he
supposed it would continue raging.

Mg. Leaks: How could the leaseholder
fulfil the labour ¢onditions?

Me. VOSPER: The leaseholder took
ap two or three leases, one just beyond
the town boundary, one just within the
town boundary, and a third embracing
the streets; and he fulfilled the labour
conditions on the outside lease.  There
wad no doubt the law permitted mining
under the streets.

The Arrorxky GENeran: But permis-
gion had to be got first from the local
council.

Mgr. VOSPER : If a person had a free-
held property surrounded by four streets,

Only in a

The lease need not be
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person might take up the four inter-
ecting etreets.

THe AtrorNer GENEraL: He would
ave to make four different anvlications
or leave to mine under the 'streets, and
very one could be objected to.

Mr. VOSPER: Under what section of
he Act was that?

Tue AtrorRNEY GENERAL: Under the
ection dealing with mining under roads.

Ms. YOSPER : A lease could be taken
1p on the street, in the same way ss any
ther lease:

Tue ATroRNEY GENERAL: No.

Mr. Leaxe: Section 39 dealt with that,

Tae MINISTER OF MINES: Before
v lense could be taken up on a street,
he applicant had to give notice, and get
he sanction of the municipal council, and
hen go to the Governor-in-Council

Mr. Vosper: All that had to be done
i Queensland,

Tre MINISTER OF MINES: And per-
wons could make objections.

Tae ArrorxEY GENERAL : The same
hing had been tried at Bendigo, but al-
vays checkmated.

Mr. LEAEKE: The proposed proviso
lid not properly find a place in this
slause.  The proviso dealt with leases
wwre and simple, whereas this clause
unended section 33 of the Act, which
lealt with claims. Tt would be better if
‘he hon. member moved his amendment
9 o substantive clause.

Mr. VOSPER said he would not prees
she amendment for the time being, but
ntroduce it later on.

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn.

Clause put and passed.

Clause 3—Warden may obtain report
»nt application for lease :

Mr. VOSPER: The pext two or three
slauses contained a fair amount of con-
wroversial matter. He was prepared to
argue them at length ; and, as the hour
was rather late, he moved that progress
e reported.

Motion put and negatived.

Mr. VOSPER sugoested, as an amend-
ment, that there be added to the clause
& provision that “No lease be granted for
any land upon which alluvial miners are
wtually mining or prospecting.” The
Jesire he had in moving the ameénd-
ment was that no lease should be granted
over the heads of these alluvial miners
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until the material of their work was ex-
hausted.  Supposing three or four per-
sens took up alluvial on a piece of land
which was the subject of an application
for o lease, they having reasonable
grounds for supposing it to be allurial,
and the application was adjourned for six
months, under the clause the warden
imirght proceed then to grant a lease ; and,
althcurh the warden could not interfere
with the alluvial claims, he could mark
off all the surrounding ground.  These
miners might strike gold a few days
afterwards, and, in an ordinary way, there
would be a rush, and the alluvial digging
would be continued. If, however, a
leaso had been granted, that rush would
be absolutely checkmated. The clause
only provided for six months, and he
wanted to provide that, while alluvial
men were aclunlly engaged in working,
no exclusive right te the land should be
granted. He wanted the men to remair
on the land s¢ long as the supposition
existed there was alluvial gold. He
had no desire te interfere with the rights
of the leaseholder,

Tre Premisr: A lease would not be
granted unless recomniended by the war-
den.

Mr. VOSPER: One could never tell
what would happen ; but as long as men
were actually employed in digging for
alluvial, the lease should not be cranted.

Mr. LEAKE: If that were so, the land
might be tied up indefinitely. A man
could never get his lease so long as some
recalcitrant miner said, “T am going to
put in my pegs for thid aren npplied for.”

Mg. Iruxeworts: He must work it

Mr. LEARE: Tt killed itself. There
was rveally no difficulty. If a man hegan
to digr and found alluvial, of course there
would be a rush to it, and the land would
be pegged out all round it. TIf alluvial
was struck in the locality, the warden
would not grant the application for a
lease.

Mg. Vosper: But supposing he got it
before the discovery was made!

Me. LEAKE: It must be remembered
that ample time was given hetween the
date of application and the cranting of
the lease, to enable the alluvial man to
come along and thoroughly prospedt.
That was the point of the whole question,
At any rate, the leaseholder should not,
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by his application, lock up the land, but !
his application should be made known to |
the world, and he would say, “I am going |
to have a lease, unless there is alluvial
gold upon it.” That would be the inti-
mation mede to the alluvial man, who
might say, “All right; I will very soon
test whether there iz alluvial gold.” If
the alluvial miner stood by and did not
take advantage of the opportunity of
testing whether it was alluvial or not, it
would be rather hard to bar o man from
getting the lease. The great trouble now
was that the leascholder did a bit of
hanky-panky, so to speak; for he got
on to & piece of land and locked it up,
thus keeping other people fromn prespect-
ing it, and of course if there was any-
thing good on it, alluvial or otherwise,
inasmuch as he was preventing other
pevple from prospecting, he stood a big
chance of getting what he never expected,
or getting what he kept dark.

Tre Premier: If the alluvial man wos
there first, the leaseholder could not get
it.

Mr. LEAKE:: T1f the land was applied
for a8 a lease, and an alluvial men wanted
to peg out a ¢laim, no warden would re-
commend the granting of the lease, and
no Executive Council would grant it so
long as a bond fide attempt was made to-
diecover alluvial.

Tre Premier: If the alluvial man was
there first, the lease could not be granted.

Mr. LEAKE: If the alluvial miner was
there first, the chances were the lease-
holder would never think of making an
application.

Tue Premier: A person could not
make an application for a lease to cover
the claim of an alluvial miner. The law
would not allow him to do it

Mr. LEAKE: A man who wanted a
lease would not be such a fool as to rush
into. a locality already ocoupied by the
alluvial miner.

Tre Premier: He could not do it hy
law.

Ma. LEAKE: There was no particular
force in the proviso that had been sug-
gested. Very much depended on the way
it which we dealt with clause 10. If the
member for North-East Coolgardie (Mr.
Vosper) would allow clause 9 to pase as
drawn, when we reached clause 10, which
seemed to be the one on which there
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would be most debate, he might ask that
the proviso now proposed should be added
as a new clause,

Mr. VOSPER: There was one phase
of the question which did. not seem to
have been pgrasped, eithem by the member
for Albany (Mr. Leake) or the Premier.
Suppose a prospecting party went out to
some remote place, and, while not search-
ing for alluvial gold at all, discovered a
reef ; they would make an applieation
for a lease. A person might arrive a
month or five weeks before the termina-
tion of the six months stipulated, and,
seeing indications of alluvial, he would
proceed to sink for it and get to a certain
depth, but he might not strike alluvial
until the six months had terminated.
Then it would be in the power of the
warden to grant a lease.

A Meuser: The leaseholder could nol
take the claim of the alluvial miner.

Mr. VOSPER: But he could nreveni
any other alluvial miners from going and
pegging out claims. The idea advecated
by the member for Albany, and accepted
apparently by the Committee, was that
during the period specified it should be
open to the alluvial man te go on the
ground and search for gold, the assump
tion being that if he found it a lease would
not be granted. We were legislating no
so much for the protection of the alluvial
miner as for the protection of the com:
munity against locking up large quanti
ties of alluvial gold.

Clause put and passed.

Clause 10-——Repeal of Section 36, entrs
on land under application for leasz for
alluvial - .

Mr. ILLINGWORTH: As indicated
on the second reading, he desired to do
away with the retrospective feature of
the clause, therefore he wmoved, as an
awendment, that the word “September,”
in line 3, be struck out, and the word
“January” ingerted in lieu thereof. Ti
the Minister had a preference for any par
ticular date, he would yield to him ; but
the 'law must come inte operation at
some future date, in view of the manv
important interests it would affect. To
say that section 36 of the principal Act
was. repealed from the 2nd dav of Sep-
tember instant would breed endless com-
plications.
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Tue MINISTER OF MINES: With the | of great prosperity.

hon. wember’s leave, he would like to
strike out the clause, and introduce in
lien thereof the clause of which he had
distributed copies.

MRr. ILLINGWORTH :
same in both clauses.

Tue MINISTER OF MINES: But the
new clause could be inserted and
amended.

Mr. VOSPER: If the clause were
struck out and a new one inserted, could
an amendment be moved on the new
clause !}

Tue CHAIRMAN: The new clause
could be smended, but it could only be
ingerted at the end of the Bill.

Tueg MINISTER OF MINES: It would
at least be possible to atrike cut all the
words after “section,” and add other
worda, '

Mz, IuuixeworrH: Better srike out
all the words after “inserted,” in line 4.

Tug , MINISTER OF MINES: The
mendment could be made on the provi-
sion which he (the Minister) proposed to
insert.

Mg, VOSPER: The Conmittee were
moving too hastily. It was his intention
to have moved an amendment in ‘the
same line of the clause, with the
view of striking out the words “ninety-
eight” and substituting “ninety-nine.”
Then the repeal of section 36 of the prin-
cipal Act would tnke effect as from the
twenty-third day of September, 1899.
The effect of the clause was to abolish a
title which had been legally established
by Parliament. Parliament deliberately
crented the “dual title”

Me. Morgaxs: And a great mistake
it was,

Mgr. VOSPER: The result of that
great mistake had been the establishment
of a very large industry in the colony,
which was not anticipated, and in which
some thousands of men were now en-
aaged. The clause mnow proposed to
wipe cut that industry, not in Jabuary
next, but as from the 23rd September,
instant—seven days ago. The alluvial
miner was told that he could work what
ground he had, but could do no more
prospecting. Thus one of the best in-
dustries ever established in Australia
would he destroved : an industry which
had raised his own elettorate to a state

But the date was
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If the dual title
were to be destroyed, as appeared from
the tone of the debate, then in common
fairness we should nut destroy the vested
interests Parliament had created, with-
out giving fair and due uotice. If his
amendment were carried, and the opera
tion of the Bill postponed for twelve
months, the leads now discovered could
be worked out ; but if it tock effect from
the 23rd September instant, or even the
23rd January next, it would mean that
the Kanowna deep lead could not be ex-
tended any further than at present.

Tue MivisTen oF MineEs: Sueh work-
ings were not on leases.

Mr, VOSPER: Yes: they were. The
“Q.ED.” was entirely on leas:s, and so
was the ‘“Golden Valley.”

Tue MiNiitER oF Mives:
abandoned leases.

Mgr. VOSPER: No; the Golden Valley
was not abandoned. These [eases had
turned out large quantities of gold, and
were ramifying in various direclions. The
alluvial men had a title tv those leazes,
which it was now proposed tu destroy at
& moment’s notice. He therefore had a
right to protest against it, and would pro-
test with all his power. The proposal was
mast unjust. Alluvial mining was one
of the moat valuable kinds of mining
which any community could possess; and
yet, in deference to the huge and empty
report of the Mining Commission, thou-
sands of men were to be thrown out of
work, and the existine depression intensi-
fied. The passing of the clause as it stood
would mean the checking of the growth
of Broad Arrow, which had so suddenly
sprung into importance. Three months
ago, that place was in the last stages of
decrepitude ; but now an alluvial rush
had broken out, and he had learnt to-day
that a long line of claims was being peg-
zed out from Smithfield to a considerable
distance northward of the Broad Arrow.

Mr. Morax: On leases?

Mgr. VOSPER: On lesses.

Mg, Moroaxns: Was the hon. member
sura of that?

Mg. VOSPER : Tt was absolurely impos-
sible to say where the lead went. This
rush brought a sudden influx of prosperity
to the town, and it had done a lot to re-
lieve the labour market at Kalooorlie.
all the men who had pegged out claims

Those were
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since the 23rd September, or later, would
be illegally in possession ; but this kind i
legislation was infamous. The Govern-
ment allowed vested interests to grow up,
and then by an Act of Parliament they
stepped in and cut the ground from le-
neath the feet of these people. The clanse
did not bear the semblance of justice at
all. He stood apparently nlone on this
question, owing to the fact that the allu-
vial miners, to o great extent, were con-
centrated in his district, and therefore
they had only one voice. The Govern-
ment were going to dispossess every man
who had pegged out a claim since the 23rd
September, which was an infamous thing
to do. Men had acquired rights sinee the
23rd September, and the Government were
going to deprive them of their rights.

Mg. Moreans: Not on leases.

Mn. VOSPER.: A man came to him to-
day and stated that there were hundreds
of claims in the Broad Arrow district on
leagses, and a large cumber had been
pegged out since the 23rd September.
These men would be dispossessed by the
termp of the clause, He wanted to strike
out the words “ninety-eight,” with a view
to inserting “ninety-nine.” But there
was an amendrent That the word “Janu-
ary” should take the place of the word
“September”; and he would like to
know how he stood in regard to the
amendment.

Tre CrarMaN: The hon. member
would find & way of overcoming the diffi-
culty.

Ter MINISTER OF MINES: The hon.
member wae sometimes carried away by
enthusiasm, and he imagined things to
be facts when they were not facts, The
hon. member had said that if the clause
remained a8 it stood, it would injure or
destroy a large indu~try, and throw hub-
dreds of men out of emnployment. The

hon. member was carried away when he
made such statements. This clause would
affect only those alluvial miners who were
on leases; and how many alluvial miners
were now working on leasea? This clause
would not affect the alluvial industry at
Broad Arrow. He would like to follow
the hon. member’s lead ; but he must be
pure that the hon. member was on safe
ground before he did so. The hon.
member told the House, the other even-
ing, that & number of men had pegged

. this evening, or the evening before.
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nut claims on leases at Broad Arrow, and
that the Government were taking away
rights which had been established under
the present Act. From his (the Minis-

. ter’s) knowledge of Broad Arrow, he had

then told the hon. member he did not
think the lead was in the neighbourhood
of the leasehold land, nnd he recognised
that it would not he wise to take away

. rights, if such had been acquired, and

that it would be well to pause before
doing so. He accordingly telegraphed
last night to the warden, and asked if
any alluvial claims had been pegged on
leases in the neighbourhood of Broad Ar-
row within the last fortnight ; and, if so,
were the leases still occupied by the les-
sees. He did this because he thought
that leases might Have been pegged out
on abandoned ground. He received a re-
ply telegram from the warden at Broad
Arrow, as follows:—

No alluvial claims have yet been pegged out

on leases still standing in the neighbourhood of
the town of Broad Arrow. The lead is to the
south and south-west of the town. and not near
any leases.
The Committee had no desire to inflict
an injustice on or interfere with the in-
terests of the alluvial miner; but this
dual title should cease as early as pos-
sible. It had given a great deal of
trouble in the colony, and had injured
the mining industry to a very large ex-
tent. To get rid of the dual title would
be of great benefit to the interests of
the alluvial miner, because it would giva
quiet, rest, and peace.

Mr. VosrEr: The peace of stagnation,
probably.

Tre MINISTER OF MINES: It would
give peace; and people, instead of fight-
ing and squabbling, and spending their
meney, would be able to go on mining
anywhere, except on leases. The alluvial
interest should be maintsined in every
way; but the member for North-East
Coolgardie (Mr. Vosper) ought to be more
certain about his facts than he had been
The
hon. member was a leader of men, but
no one could lead who made statements
which were afterwards found not to have
hbeen procured from people who really
knew. Some people had misrepresented
matters to the hon. member, who ought
to see that he did not allow himself to
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receive such erronenus information in
the future.

Mr. LEAKE: Whilst it would not be
advisable to go so far as the mewber for
North-Enst Coolgardie proposed, by post-
poning the operation of this clause 1r
twelve months, yet the clange was not
satisfactory as it stood. If he (Mr.
Lenke) supported the clause, it would be
absolutely invonsistent with the remarks
he made on the second reading of the
former Bill. He disapproved entirely of
retrospective legislation, except under ex-
ceptional cireumstances. These excep-
tional ciremustances he did not see here,
and the observations of the Minister went
to prove there wos no necessity for retro-
gpective legiclation. The Minister tnld
the Committee there had been no peg-
ging of leases since the 23rd of September.
If that were 20, nobody could be injured ;
but it must be assumed, for the sake of
argument, there had Leen pegcing aince
that date, whether to a smaller or a
ereater degree. If to a greater degree,
the ousting of these people from their
titles would create a disturbance, and
rive rise to real trouble,

Mg. ILuxawortH : Peopging was going
on every day.

Mr. LEAKE: If so, that was because
this legislation was anticipated,

MR. Morav: That was exactly the
fact.

Mir, LEAKE: But the pegping out |

wuuld be of no gand

M=, Morax: Le.seholders would be
blackmailed,

Mr. LEAKE: How could they be?

Mg, Morax: Of course they could.

Mr, LEAEE: It might be that the
leases were no good.

Mr. Morax: It was on the good leases
the pegging was going on.

Mr. LEAKE: It was not desirable to
argue this question on supposed fact;
but th: Committee could not shut their eyes
to the fact that we were legislating back-
wards, and consequently might deprive
some person of a vested interest. He
had declared his intention of protecting
vested interests, and he meant to do so
as far ns possible. Considering the cir-
cumstances, no harmt could occur if the
words “23rd September” were struck out,
and the Bill allowed to come intu opera-

fion at the date of the roval assent; in | ing out there had leen an
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" other words, to come into furce at onee,

geeing that the last clause saved existing
rights, The title of the alluvial miner
had not yet been conclusively settled in
law. True, there was n decision in favour
of the slluvial niner; but the question
had never got inte a court of appeal,
which it might do any day, with what
result we did not know. If it turned
out that the vested interests were slight,

i then the complaints would beslight ; but

if the vested interests were yreater, then
g0 much greater would the complaints be,
and those complaints might accordingly
develop inte a huge disturbance.  An
imaginary grievance nmong a mob of in-
furiated persons was jnust 05 good as a
real one, and W vas running too great
8 risk to adept this reirespective legisla-
tion.

MR, DonrBriY:
member suggest?

Mg, LEAKE: That all the words after
“repealed,” in line 1, down to “and im,”
in the third line, be struck out. The
effect womld be that from the yassing of
the Bill, the dual title would be dead,

What did the hon.

| while every vested interest up to that

day would be recognised. The Legisla-
ture had openly allowed the alluvial
miner to go on the leasehold, and the
privilege could only be taken away from
him by legitimate legislation, which was

i not retrospective legislation.

Mr. ILLINGWORTH: There were
other places besides Kanowna and Broad
Arrow, There were back blocks like Lake
View and Pilbarra, where men every day
were engaged pegging out claims. How
could these men, who had gone into the
country under the Act, know that there
was to be an alteration of the law? These
men took up land there in good faith
under the Act, and it occupied two or
three months to get from some of those

. places into the centres of population.

Was it to be said that the pegging was to
be bad, and that these men were 1o lose
their rights, simply because an Act might
come inte forde during their absence!
In ordinary equity, the sugpestion of the
leader of the Opposition was sufficient ;
but he (Mr. llingworth} still urged it
would be as well to give a little longer
time, in order that these wen in the back
Llocks might have an opportunitv of find-
alteration
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in the law, and so directing their move
ments in accordance with the new Act.
No ome in the country knew at the pre-
sent time what this new Bill was likely
t> be. The original Bill brought in by
the Government had. been distributed,
end now that proposed legislation was
thrown aside and something else brought
in. Every day men were, under the pre-
sent Act, pegging out ground in the back
country and other places. In places that
could easily e communicaied with, any
alteration in the law would easilv be
made known; but ha had no intention of
standing by retrospective legislation, and
he hoped the Government would not think
of making o Bill of this character retro-
spective in its nature. He would like the
leader of the Opposition to see the iw-
portance of giving more time than that
suggested. It would be o good thing if
we could agree to January 1st, or Decem-
ber for that matter, so that we might
give a little time for people to become
aoquainted with the Bill ; and not vitiate
any title acquired before it passed. He
could not amend his own motion, but, if
any member liked to substitute December
for January, he would be quite willing to
accept it.

Mr. VOSPER: There was some reason
in what the member for Central Murchi-
son (Mr. Illingworth) said on this subject.
He (Mr. Vosper) was opposed to making
this clause retrogpective. He could not
gee any reason for it, or what purpose
would be served. With regard to what
he had said as to Broad Arrow, he ob-
tained his information from what he con-
sidered a very credible source, and he
gave it to the House as he received it.
He would take the trouble to inquire fur-
ther about it to-morrow, and possibly he
would be able to explain on a future oc-
casion how he came to make the mistake.
But apart from the question of alluvial
miners at Broad Arrow, the proposed
clause would affect people in other parts
of the country. Although the Minister
was very careful to contrevert his (Mr.
Vosper’s) statement about Broad Arrow,
on the authority of the warden, he did
not give & reason or shadow of excuse for
fizing the date as the 23rd September. If
a Minister asked the House to take such
a step as this he should give some reason
for it. The amendment of the mceDer
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for Central Murchison would give people
a chance to stand by their acquired
rights, whereas, if the clause were passed
as it stood, it would have the effect of
robbing a large number of people of their
title and the fruits of their labour.

Ma. MORGANS: This question cer-
tninly involved many difficulties. He
did not like retrospective legislation
either, but the member for North-East
Coolgardie (Mr. Vosper) said no one had
suggested any reason why retrospective
legislation was necessary. It was well
known, and he knew it, because he was
in Kalgoorlie in the early part of this
week and went over the whole of this
ground, that the Ivanhos Venture——

Mr. Vosrer: The whole country was
Ivanhoe Venture.

Mr, MORGANS: Had the hon. mem-
Ler any objection to his mentioning the
Ivanhoe Venture ? As he was saying, lie
went over the Ivanhoe Venture, the
Hannans Consols, the Golden Link, and
various other claims; and he might say
thai, since it was mooted this Bill was
coming into operation, the alluvial miners
ha.i been particularly active in pegging
out claims on leases, but it was a strange
facr that they had taken no claims out-
side of leases

Mr. Vosper: They would take out
claims where they thought the gold was,
he supposed.

Mz. MORGANS: They had no more
reason to think gold existed in one place
than in another, because it could not be
told whether there was gold till they went
and looked for it and found it. How was
it these alluvial miners were go active in
pegging out claims on leases, and did not
pug out on land outside leases?

Mr. InuinawortH : They could peg out-
side at any time.

Mpr. MORGANS: That was one reason
why this legislation should he retrospec-
tive.

Mr. IrLrvawonTs : That was not a reason
why it should be retrospective.

Mr. MORGANS: Until this question
came up, these alluvial miners took no
interest in pegging out at all; but now
thai it was sugpested that lexislation
skould be brought to bear upon the sub-
ject. they pegged out with one object.

Mz. Vosrer: If there was no gold, thev
would soon get cured of that.
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Mr. MORGANS: Thers were hundreds '

of applications for pegging out claime on
Hannans to-day, and for what object!

tween the leascholders and themselves.
He (Mr. Morgans) was in the House as
much in defence of the alluvial miner as
was the member for North-East Cool-
gardie ; but at the same time he was bound
to admit, and this House was Dhound
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under minersl lease. Esstward of the Aus-
tralian Hill there is an extensive flat, which is
continuous 'to Hannam's Lake, but although I

A " ' . found in making an examipation of a number
For the purpose of making difficulties be- :

to andmit, that at least lenseholders re- |

quired some protection against the on-
slaughtz of these wen. He submitted
that he had adduced one reason why this
legislation should be retrospective. There
wag no doubt that, if the time mentioned
by the member for Albany was fixed as
the date for this Act to come into opera-
tion, there would be hundreds and
hundreds of alluvial claims on leases
under the Act of 1895, and greac
diffioulties would result — blackmail-
ings, exactions, and extortions. He
wag perfectly convinced that trouble
wauld be created. There were hundreds
of alluvial miners whe were honourable
and honest men, but there was a great
temptation for men to take advantare of
circumstances, as had been shown dis
tinetly by their acts in reference to
various claims. There was a temntation
to peg out claims upon leages, and lenve
alone other ground which was not leased.
In this connection he would read an ex-
tract from a letter written by Mr. Gibh
Maitland, the Government Geologist,
dated 15th February lust, as follows : —

There is one matter which I would like to
mention now that the opportunity occurs, There
is a far greater area of this comparatively deep
wlluvial ground available outside of leased lands
than there is within them, and I am really sur-
prised that such couniry has not been taken up
by alluvial diggers. The land over which the
dispute has occurred at Bulong only takes in
the end of the ground which is not leased, and
which promises to turn out well. When I left
Bulong the arrival of several parties of men had
just been announced, and it was stated that
they intended carrying on alluvial mining at
Kalgoorlie.

This was a point he (Mr. Morgans) desired
tir emphasise: —

Between the Boulder township and the low
range of hills which takes in Mount Robinson,
there is a very large area of land covered with
allevial deposits identicel in character, though
perhaps not in thickness, with those which 1
examined at the Ivanhoe Venture, and, as far
as I am aware, none of the ground is held

|

'
'

of abandoned shafts in that lcality that allu-
vial had been cut in them, there had not been,
so far as I am aware, any attempt made to
explore it. Considering the enormous richness
of the lodes which occupy the flanks of the
Australian Hill, it bas alwavs been a matter
of surprise to me that the land I have referred
to hag not been thoroughly tested for alluvial.
A very large portion of it is not held under
mineral lease and is open for taking up. In
the course of the recent geological survey of the
Coolgardie field information was gathered which
would make it appear that there are similar
areas of alluvial ground within the boundaries
of the field which have nobt yet been touched,
and I have no doubt that the same may
truthfully be said of every other goldfield in the
colony.

The Comumittee, as business men, could
say whether there was not great signifi-
cance in the constant and persistent peg-
ming out of alluvial claims upon leases,
and the absolute estrangement of the allu-
vial digger from ground not under lease,
The intention of the men was apparent,
when it was shown that they made no
attept whatever to take up outside
ground. Was it not apparent that ther»
was some connection between the stand
taken up by the alluvial men, and the
persistent pegging out of the leases with
some desire cm the part of those men to
injure the leaseholder?

Mg. Vosper: The hon. member insin-
uated. Why did he not make a charge?
Were there any actual cases yet?

Mr. Moran: Yes; any number.

Mr. MORGANS: Without charging
anyone, he would agk the Committee, as
men of the world, to connect these pecu-
liar circumstances that these men per-
sistently pegged out upon leases, and
neglected good ground outside.

Mz. IuunewortH: They did so be-
cause their time was limited,

Mz. MORGANS: The same time was
required to peg out on & lease as to do
so outside of it.

Ma lusxeworrs: The time within
which they could peg out was limited.

Toe Prexrgr: That thad only been

~ done recently.

|
|
|

Mg. [LuixowortH: But it was proposed
bo limit it.

Mr. MORGANS: It was not limited at
all. How was it that there was alluvial
ground seven or eight miles in length
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and at least s mile wide, and known allu- '

vial drift, all Crown land on which ne
claims had been pegged out? It was
most extraordinary; and therefore this
was one reason why legislation might be
made retrospective, for the purpose of
protecting the leaseholder against arush
on his leass in the meantime. The
whole of this trouble had been brought
upon the mining industry through the
indiscretion of the members for East
Coolgardie (Mr. Moran) and Central Mur-
chison (Mr. Illingworth).

Mn. aworTB asked how the hon,
member connected him with it.

Mr. MORGANS: The hon. member
was almost quarrelling, on one occasion,
for the honour of having brought in the
dual fitle,

Mn. [LuneworTH: That was all right.

Mr. MORGANS: Both of those hon.
members wished to claim the credit of
this extraordinary piece of legislation.

Mr. IuLixeworTH eaid he confeesed to
his sins, in that respect.

Mr. MORGANS: The introduction of
gection 36 in the present Act had caused
the whole trouble.

Mg. ILaNaworTH: It had done a lot of
good.

Mr. MORGANS: It had done no good
whatever. It had caused much needless
bitterness and ill-feeling between the allu-
vian! miner and the leaseholder, and it was
an innovation certainly discreditable to
the two members who introduced it. The
kon. member (Mr. Illingworth) had said
on one occasion that the Mining Commis-
sion was a great whitewashing machine.

Mg. InuinoworTH : Hear, hear.

Mp. MORGANS: The Government did
muke one mistake, when they appointed
that Commission, in not including the
hon. member.

Mxg. ILLizgwoRTH :
have gut him.

Mr. MORGANS: The Commission was
a whitewashing machine: and it was ne-
cesgary for the purpose of whitewashing
the hon. member, and it at least had the
eftect of exposing the absurdity and the
disastrous results of the dual title.

MRr. InLivewortH : Hon, members knew
all about it before the Commission sat.

TrE PreMiER: A little knowledge was
a dangerous thing.

They would not

th Comniitlee.

Mr. MURGANY: Those members who
had introduced legislation unkncwn in
and other part of the world, and which
had produced such disastrous results as
were to be seen in this colony, should sit
on the stool of repentance, and not at-
tempt to show themselves in any way
proud of the work they had done.

Mg, InuxewortH: Others had mads
wistakes also.

Mer. MORGANS: Good reasons had
beer shown why scwe date should be
fixed for the clause to come into opera-
tion ; otherwise the leaseholder would get
into serious trouble by the passing of the
Bill. This applied particularly to wany
of the mines in Hannans. There was one
for instance, the ‘“Golden Horseshoe™;
and, from information he had received
the day before yesterday, alluvial miners
had already started pegging on that
lezse ; and the result would be e¢normous
difficulties for the Government, for the als
luvial diggers, for the leaseholders, and
for everybody else. Was it desirable that
we should legislate to perpetuate these
difficulties, which would cause almost dis-
aster to the mining industry in this coun-
tery? The member for North-East Cool-
eardie had stated that alluvial winers
had pegged out on leases at Broad Arrow,
We knew that was not se, and the hon.
member had admitted it.

Mg. Vosper: The information he had
received: was not correct.

Mgr. MORGANS: Mislending state-
ments of this kind frequently caused
treuble ; for had the Minister not gone to
the trouble to find out whether what the
hou. member had said was true or not,
the effect om members of this House would
kave heen ‘serious. When statements of
thiz kind were made, they should e made
witl caution, and with zome knowledge
of the facts. The alluvial miners at
Bread Arrow had simply pegired out the
Crown lande, and they had not gone on tr
leases at all; and if this clause were to
pass, there would he no danger, or diffi-
culty, or injustice to them. It was at
Kalgoorlie where the men were pegging
out on leases, and where the difficulty
would arise unless some date was fixed.
If this clause was Inoked upon ns retro-
apeotive lemislatinn, althourh he did not
like the principle of retrospective legisla-

. tion, then there were times when it was
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necessary to dov justice to all parties. -

The mewmber for MNorth-East Coolgardie
hzd said that the men who deserved pro-
tection jn this country were only the allu-
vial miners.

Mgr. VorpeEr zaid he denied that en-
tively.

Mr. MORGANS snid he had not heard
thz hon. member say anything in defence
+f the leaseholder.

MR. Vosper said he had defended the
leaseholder to-night.

Mr. MORGANS: The majority of the
leaseholders were working men; there-
fure the hon. member for North-East Cool-
gardie should champion their cause. In
speaking now in support of this clause,
his advocacy was entirely in the interests
of working men, because they were the
principal leaseholders in the c¢olony, and
they were the men who required the nro-
tection and su~-ort of the Government
s great deal more than the alluvial miners.
They had more risks to run, and their
difficulties were greater. The capitalists
wanted no defence, for they could look
aftex themselves. Take a mine like the
Great Boulder; what difference did it
make to the company that owned the
mine to have labour conditions or any
other conditions in the mining law? There
were no sections in the mining law which
would affect thewn materinlly. Take the
Lake View and the other big mines: they
did not require the advecacy of anybody
in this-House or anywhere else, but the
leaseholder required advocacy in this
House. So far as this question belore the
Committee was concerned, the working
men, who were the leaseholders, might
ba sufferers from the intrusion of alluvial
miners. He knew one or two cases in
which they had been. Take the case of the
Ivanhoe Venture, in which a lnrge num-
ber of working men held shares, what had
heer the result? Shares that cost £6 or
£7 each were now not worth so many
shillings. He had shown some reason why
the date should be fixed for the passing
of the Bill, so that this provision should
come into operation. He stood here as
much the advocate of the working man as
the member for North-East Coolgardie
did.

Twre PREMIER : While not claiming to
represent any particular eclass of people

in this matter, whether working man or

|
|
!
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capitalist, his object was to try and do
what was best for the country; and he
thought everyone would admit that sec-
tion 36 of the Act of 1895 bad done a
lot of harm, and was doing a lot of
harm at the present time. It wes keep-
ing away investment in our mines, and
was almost a complete bar to new capi-
tal coming into the country. If this was
the oase, and he did not see how it could
be otherwise, these people would not
be found coming here with their money.
Capital was very wary, and was easy to
frighten; and people would not invest
their money here, if they were to be
harnssed and annoyed, in addition to hav-
ing a chance of losing their money en-
tirely. There was no doubt the member
for Central Murchison {Mr. Illingworth),
and the member for East Coolgardie (Mr.
Moran), by the action they took a few
years ago, had brought about the pre-
sent situation. The member for Central
Murchisun came from another colony, and
fancying he knew a lot about mining,
though perhaps he had had very little
practical experience on the subject,
menibers listened to him as a man of
experience, and were guided by his ad-
vice; and the hon. member was *he
menns of introducing into our mining
legislation & system which did not prevail
in any other part of the world. It was
a bad day for this colony when the House
listened to that hon. member’s persua-
sive eloquence. As to the question ab is-
sue, he (the Premier} could not admit that
to fix n date on which this clause should
conie into operation could be called re-
trospective legislation. This could not
injure any one. Retrospective legislatio=
had for its object the injuring of sozue
one who had acquired rights; whereas,
this clause provided that, up to the
date of introducing the Bill, all rights
acquired should be respected, but that
no new rights shounid afterwards be ac-
quired. When the Treasurer introduced
a Tariff Bill, the measure took effect from
that date, although perhaps the Bill
wight not come into operation until a
month or so afterwards.

Mg. InuivewoRTH: Thet was not retro-
spective,

Tne PREMIER: And neither was thia
clause.

Mz. Leakg: Yes; it was.
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in Committee,

Tur PREMIER : No rights were inter- | the goldfields going! Was it the lease-
fered with by this clause; and what in- ' holder or the alluvial miner! He had no

justice could it do to anybody, provided
the legislation was good? If the legisla-
tion were bad, it was equally bad to fix
a date ; but if the legislation were good,
who would be injured?

Mr. IiuxewerrH: The man who did
not know anything about it.

Tre PREMIER : Then that man had not
acquired any right, and to teke away
what & man had not acquired could not be
doing an injustice. It was only reason-
able that if people, especially om the
goldfields, thought they could get any
advantage by pegging out in the short

interval between the introduction of ihe .

Bill, and the royal assent, some persons
would be sure to do so. In all branches
of business, if an advantage could be ob-
tained, some people were always willing
and anxious to avail themselves of that
advantage. The Committee might be
sure that between the introduction of
the Bill and itz passing, however short
the interval might be, a lot of new rights
would be acquired, with the object of
making money out of them. There were
alse persons who desired to promote the
beat interests of the country, but in a
new country we were all engaged in the
“struggle of life,” doing the best we could
for ourselves; and if the door were left
open, people would take advantage, and
there would no doubt be hundreds and
hundreds of cases of pegging, for the pur-
pose of making the best terms possible,
in case they had to be bought out. Leasge-
holders comprised every class of people,
rich and poor: there was also the pros-
pector who took out his lease and tried
to work it himself, or sell it; and then
came the capitalist, who hought. The

backbone of the gold-mining industry in

Western Australia at present were the
leaseholders.
parage in any way the alluvial diggers,
or any other class of persons; but he
knew where the gold came from, and it
was obtained by the leaseholders.

Mz. Moroans: Ninety per cemt. of it.

Tue PREMIER: How much of the
80,000 or 90,000 cunces of gold exported
each month was produced by the lease-
holder, and how much by the alluvial
miner? Who were the employers of la-
bour all over the goldfields, and who kept

He did not wish to dis- |

hesitation in saying that the leaseholder
was the great factor in the development of
the goldfields of the colony. The alluvial
miner did a great deal of good, as a
producer of wealth and a consumer, and
was entitled to everything the law could
give him. A great deal was heard about
the rights of the alluvial miner, but not
much was heard about the great good
the leasecholder was doing in Dbringing
capital to bear on the production of gold,
in giving employment to a large number
of people, and in being the chief pro-
moter of gold-production, and of the gold-
mining interests of the colony. Were
we as sensible people to do anything that
would injure the leaseholder? It was a
mistake to imagine the leaseholder as a
bloated capitalist living in Loondon, be:
cause, very often, he was one of ourseives.

Mg. Morax: In nineteen cases out of
twenty.

Tue PREMIER: There were many
people in Perth, and he classed himeelf
amongst them, who had lost a good many
pounds in trying to develop the gold-uiin-
ing industry of the colony. Sowe mines
had been abandoned, after thousands of
pounds had been spent on them, and in
starting prospecting parties here, there,
and everywhere. But those people did
not wuch care when they had lost their
money ; they had played for a good stake,
and lost. In other cases, perhaps, they
wrained ; but they were all trying their
best to develop the industry. He him-
self, had very little interest in leases now,
because he believed all thoge in which
he had been interested, had been aban-
doned. At the same time, those who
were interested in leases, deserved con-
sideration as well aa any other class of
the community, His opinion was that we
would act wisely in fixing this date. We
would de more good than harm in
fixing it, because if these lands were
auriferous and worth pegging out, there
had been plenty of time for it since the
Act of 1899 was passed, and he did not
think we need much consider those per-
sons who ran for pegging claiis on leases
after this Bill was introduced. We had
the opinion of the Government (fenlogist,
and also the member for Coalgardie (Mr.
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Morgans), that there was plenty of land
outside the leazes equally good.

A Memper: Ten times as much.

Tee PREMIER: It was questionable
whether the men to whoin he referred
were working in that 8ond fide manner
which we desired to see. On the con-
trary, it seemed to him, if we looked at
the matter as reasonable persons, we
should find the object of this rush
at the eleventh hour to peg out claims on
leases was to obtain profit. If we gave
our assent to the legislation now proposed,
there was no reason why we should not
fix the date specified.

Mr, KINGSMILL: The clause, as it
stood, would not meet with his support.
In spite of what the Premier had said, he
(Mr. Kingemill) must maintain that the
fixing of the date on the 23rd September
made this legialation retrospective, and
nothing else. He was willing to admit
that the introduction of section 36 in the
Act of 1895 was a piece of folly perpe-
trated by two members.

Me. Moraxn: One only, the member
for Central Murchison.

Mr. KINGSMILL : That sectian was
a piece of folly and a mistake. But were
we nob going to act now with a full know-
ledge of what we were doing? He could
not give his sesent to a piece of legisle-
tion of this sort. ‘The Premier had said
that to the leaseholder wag due the min-
ing prouperity of this colony.

gI'I};E I?:Em};m: Not quit?; that. What
he said wes that at the present time the
leaseholder was the chewef factor.

Mr. KINGSMILL. - The Premier quali-
fied it ; but he (Mr. Kingsmill) would ask
who was the man who first found gold 3
And who was the man, in almost every in-
gtance, who paved the way for the lease-
holder? W was the alluvial man w'e
found Kslgoorlie.

A MeuneR : The leageholder.

Mer Vospem: The alluvial man.

Mn. Morgans: Hannan took cut a
lease.

Mp. KINGSMILL: The alluvial miner
had no further right to consideration
than the leaseholder, but he had atleast
ag much,

Mz. VOSPER : The Premier had said
the reason for pegging out claims re-
ferred to by the member for Coolgardie
(Mr. Morgans) was that of profit. The
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pegging out of an alluvial claim, or of
a leasehold, at any time, was with the
object of profit.

Tee Premer: This rushing in, that
Llfad been referred to, was what he spoke

Mr. VOSPER: Some statements had
been made which were not altogether
justified by the facts as far as we knew
them. The member for Coolgardie (Mr.
Morgans) asserted that because certain
persons had been given the power to ac-
quire certain rights under the present
law, it was a good reason for making the
law restrospective so as to destroy the
rights which had been acquired. He
(Mr. Vosper) could not agree to that for
a single moment. Owing to the recent
developments which had taken place on
the Invanhoe Venture Company’s lease
these men had been led to suppose there
wag a valuable deep lead, and that was
supposed to go through a series of leases
also in that neighbourhood. It went
forth to the world generally that we in
Western Australia contemplated the aboli-
tion of the dual title as soon as we could
get it through ; and the Government were
distinctly hwrrying it through. We knew
that as far as present circumstances went,
the land ougside leases would remain
open to the alluvial miner for some time
te come; but there was an attempt to
interefere with the right to acquire trea-
sure he might possibly obtain upon
leases ; and it was natural that he should
take advantage of the present law before
the alteration was effected. These men
had paid for their miner's right and ac-
quired property.

Tee Premier: The Government were
not going to take it away from thew ;
but what they said was that after a cer-
tain date they should not acquire more.

Mg, VOSPER : Miner's rights had been
sold on the understanding that section 36
was good law, and now the Government
werg going to step in and leprive people
of property acquired.

Mr. Morax: What did a miner's nght
aay"?

Mgr. VOSPER: “Subject to the Act
and regulations”

Mr. Moran: On Crown lands only.

Mg. VOSPER : The privileges granted
to the holders of miner's rights under
seotion 36 were olear. A miner’s right
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conferted on its holder all the privileges
granted him by the Goldfields Act, in-
cluding those granted by section 36. He
declined to discuss the question of whether
the member for East Coolgardie or Cen-
tral Murchison had acted foolishly in the
past.

MR. Morax : They had sown their “wild
oa'ta.."

Mgr. VUSPER: The miner claimed
a certain title, and Parliament should be
careful not to introduce retrospective
legislation to interfere with acquired
rights. Tht amendment befors the Com-
mittee was a reasonable one; but the
Government appeared to think that, by
making the clause retrospective, they
should aveid trouble. On the contrary,
the Ministry would thereby be taking
the leaseholders’ iroubles on their own
shoulders. The leaseholders would call
upon the Government to expel the allu-
vial men from their leases, by force.

Mr. Morgans: That might happen in
any case.

Mr VOSPER: Yes; but it would give
the men genuine cause for disaffection,
the results of which, if disastrous, would
not be surprising.  If, on the other hand,
it were provided that the duel title should
cease after January next, none could have
the slightest. excuse for disturbing the
peace of the country. The Government
sought to undertake a very serious respon-
sibility in disturbing these vested inter-
ests.  The member for Coolgardie (Mr.
Morgans) objected to his showing signs
of impatience at the mention of the Ivan-
hoe Venture. There had heen too much
time devoted to the grievances of the
shareholders in that company, as if they
were the only sufferers, whereas the lease-
holders at Bulong had suffered, as well as
those at Kalgoorlie. The Ivanhoe Ven-
ture people suffered because their man-
ager acted fooligshly by pegging out more
ground than he should have taken; and
whatever they were entitled to was viti:
ated by the action teken. Yet, from
the manner in which some hon. members
spoke on this subject, from the Select
Committee appointed, and the inflamma-
tory rcmarks about armed force concern-

ing men who were really only asserting
their legal rights which had been upheld by

the Supreme Court, one would think the

Government of the country existed purely °
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for the purpose of protecting thie par-
ticular mine.  The member for Coolgar-
die (Mr. Morgans), who claimed to be,
and was to some extent, a friend of tu.
working man, went on to demonstrate his
extreme friendship by laying a further
charge against the alluvial diggers around
Kalgoorlie.  They had been accused of
law-breaking on their first attempt to go
on the Ivanhoe lease ; whereas that charge
was flatly disproved in the Supreme Court.
Then they were accused of theft, and that
charge was upset by the warden’s court.
Now the hon. member huried at them: a
fresh accusation of blackmailing; but
there was no more proof of this than of
the other charges.

Mg. Mureaxs said he had not made the
charge, but had said it might be so.

M. VOSPER: The insinuation was
made that the men went on leases for the
purpose of blackmailing, when there was
equally good ground on Crown lands out-
side those leases.

Mg, Moran said he had himself made
a deliberate charge.

Mg, VOSPER.: True; the last speaker
had taken up a more manly stand; but
the charge was not susceptible of proof.

Mn. Morax: Was it not?

Mg YOSPER: Then the hon. menther
sbould be prepared to bring his proofs.

MR. Morax: To waste the time of Par-
liament, as did The hon. member.

Mg VOSPER: The accusation of thelt
hat been entirely disproved.

Mg. Moraw: On a quibble.
stole the pold, all the same.

Mg. VUSPER: It was open to question
whether the gnld came out of their clainis
or out of the mine. The Supreme Court
dismissed the charge of law-breaking
braught against the wen; the charge of
theft was dismisked in the warden’s
court ; now they were accused of black-
mailmg. It was shaweful to make use
of the privilege of Parliament to malign
men like these, who had no weans of de-
fence, unless through their representative
in this House. He was liere to defend
these men against accusations from all
quarters. We had no right to assume
they went upon the leases for blackmail-
ing purposes.  He believed they would
strike gold there: and it was not at all
surprising that thev were making all the
speed they could to per out as many

The men
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claims as possible before the new Bill
came into operation ; and this House had
10 right to interfere with their deing so
Ly making it retrospective.

Mgz Morax: Then there could be no
right to make it take effect twelve months
hence, or at any other time.

Mr. VOSPER: Yes; there was.
tion 36 was still in existence.

Mgr. Morax: Was it n good or a bad
law?

Mzr. VOSPER said he was dealing with
the question of making the Bill retrospec-
tive. If the Government would consent
to withdraw the word “September” and
substitute the amendment (Mr. [lling-
worth’s), they would have no further
trouble from him.

Mzr. Georee: Was the principle right
or not?

Mr. VOSPER: It was a question of
whether the clause was to be made re-
trospective.  The men were accused of
blagkmailing, because they neglected to
go on alluvial ground outside leases. A
olance at the district would indicate why
they preferred to remain where they were,
The very fact that the aren of ground to
which the hon mewber (Mr. Morgans)
had alluded wasscven wiles long and one
mile wide indicated that the gold therein
would be grently disseminated and dif-

Sec-

fused, showing how unwise it would bLe

fur the men to go very far frowm the lodes
of the mines.

Mr. Morax: Then there must be a
lode on the Venture!?

Mr. VOSPER: It did not necessarily
follow. Some of the best gold had heen
found around Hannan's Reward claim ;
and, if there was a deep lead running
away to the flats below Hannan’s Lake,
it merely showed that there was a

worse  prospect  of  obtaining  pay-
able alluvini the further the lend
departed from the existing leases,

They bad a nparrow gutter which con-
tnined rich gold, but outside there was a
huge lake bed, full of rubbish of all kinds,
which probably went a grain of gold to
the ton. The men simply went where
the richest gold was found, and it was no
cage of black mailing. He hoped there
would be no more accusations thrown
about. It was not fair for members to
say that persons were guilty of black-
mailing when those persons had not an
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opportunity of defending themselves in
this House. Even if there was a minority
of one, that minority had a right to be
heard. ]

Mg, DOHERTY: There had been a
great waste of time, and the Committee
should get to business at once. The dis-
cussion had been going on long enough.

Mr. MITCHELL moved that the ques-
tion be now put.  Parliament had been
sitting three and a half months, and it had

done nothing. .
Mr. Vosrer: Talking “tick” all the
time.

Me. Ipuneworrs: Could a member
discuss the motion that the question be
now put?

THe Cuaruan: No.

Motion-—That the question be now put
—put and passed. .

Amendment (Mr. Illingworth’s) put,
and a division taken, with the following
result i —

Ayes ... 10
Noes 1
Majority against ... 7
Ayes. Noes.
Mr. Conolly Mr. Connor
Mr. Gregory Sir John Forrest
Mr. Nlingworth Mr. George
Mr. Kingsmill Mr. Hall
Mr. Leake AMr. Higham
Mr. Oldham Mr. Hubble
Mr, Vosper Mr. Lefroy
Mr. Wallace Mr, Loocke
AMr. Wilson Mr. Mitchell
Mr. Kenny Mr. Morsn

(Teller) Mr. Morgans

Mr. Ponnefather

Mz, Piesge

Sir J. G. Lea Steere
Mr. Throssell

Mr. Wood

Mr. Doherty

‘eller*

Amendment thus negatived.

Mr. MORGANS moved, as an amend-
ment in the same clause, that in line 4,
all the words after number “36” be struck
out, and the following inserted in liew
thereof :

An application for o lease shall entitle the
applicant to mark out and take possesgion of
the land applied for and to hold the same,
except as against any holder of o miner's right
desirous of taking possession of any portien of
the said land as an alluvial claim : Provided al-
ways that no claim shall he taken up upon
land aspplied for as & lease unless 50 feet distant
from the line or supposed line of reef or reefs by
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surface measurement, and the applicant for the
lease shall, within 48 hours ot bewng served
with a notice re?uiring him to do so, define as
nearly as possible by a line the actual or sup-
posed line of reef, but it shall not be lawiul to
define more than one supposed line of reef:
Provided that any miner searching for and ob-
taining alluvial as aforesaid shall do so without
undue interference with the bona fide opera-
tions and workings of the applicant for the
lease, or with the buildings or shafts reason-
ably required by him: Provided also that the
apf)lieunt for & lease may, suuject to the re-
gulations, obtain an alluvisl reward claim for
any new discovery of alluvial made by him
within the boundaties of the land applied tor.

Mg. MORAN : There was a general feel-
ing that progress should now be reported.
The crux of the question was disposed of,
and as it was likely a compromise would
now he arrived at, hon. members would
like to see the new clause or amendment
" draughted by the Minister of Mines, also
that of the member for Coolgardie (Mr.
Morgans), and that of the member for Al-
bany (Mr. Leake).

THE Minister oF Mines said he knew
nothing of the new clause.

Mn. MORAN : It was the Minister’s own
clause,

Tre MisaTER oF MinNEs gaid he had not
seen it.

Mr. MORAN moved that progress be
reported.

Put and passed,

Progress reported, and leave given to

Fit again

ADJOURNMENT,

The House adjourned at 12.41 midnight,
until the next Tuesday.

[COUNCIL.)

Health Bill.

Hegrsintive Gouncil,
Tuesday, 4th October, I898.

Papers presented—Death of the Premier o
Queensland, Reply to DMessage—Healtt
Bill, Recommittal (adjourned}—Locul Ln
scribed Stock Act Amendment Bill, thare
reading—3Shipping Casualties Inquiry Bilt
third reading—Motion: Diamond Mining
and Regulations ; to disallow Kegulatiom
(negatived)--Workmen's Wages Bill, firs
reading-~Agricultural Lands Purchase Ac!
Amendment Bill, first reading—Coolgardic
Goldfields Water Supply Construction Bill
first reading—Adjournment,

T'ue PRESIDENT took the chair al
4,30 o'clock, p.m.

Pravers.

PAPERS PRESENTED.

By the CowoxiaL SECRETARY: Govern
went Railways and Tramways, Report fo
year ended 30th June, 1898. Public
Works Department, Report for the yeas
1897-8.

Ordered to lie on the table.

DEATH OF THE PREMIER OF QUEENS
. LAND, REPLY TO MESSAGL.

Tue PRESIDENT reported that he hac
received the following telegram from the
President of the Legislative Council
Queensland, in reply to the resolutior
of sympathy passed by the Council o1
the ovcnsion of the death of the Hon. T
J. Byrnes, Premier of Queensland:—

To the Hon. G. Shenton, President Legisla
tiva Council.—Your kind message conveyinj
sympathy Legislative Council Western Aus
tralia, received lagt night ; this will be commu
nicated our Council at its meeting next week.—
H. M. NELSON, President Legislative Couneil

HEALTH BILL.
RECOMMITTAL.
_ On the order of the day for third read
ing,

Tue COLONIAL SECRETARY (Hon
. Randell) moved that the Bill be recom
mitted for amendments. Three of the in
tended amendments consisted of clause
which were in the present Act, but which
by some oversight on the part of the
draftsmuan, had heen left out of the Bill
The other amendments were of a mino
character.



