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was prepared to go on writh the business,
he (Mr. Mathieson) would be prepared to
attend any day; but day after day mnem-
hers met, and important measures were
postponed. The thing became a farce,
and under the circumstances he thought
the wisest thing would be for the House
to adjourn till Tuesday week, as the
Colonial Secretary suggested. He would
be perfectly prepared, like Mr. Whitoombe,
to attend any day next week, on the dis-
tinct understanding that both the Con-
stitution Bill and the Electoral Bill were
to be proceeded with.

TiE COLONIAL SECRETARY (in
reply as mover): There was a good deal
in what Mr. Hackett had said, but he
(the Colonial Secretary) did not cherish
the sanguine -view of the hon. member
that there would be a lot of business
down here next week. He presumed the
Assembly would adjourn on Thursday,
though. they might meet on Monday,
Tuesday, and Wednesday, in the even-
ings only, and, so far as he could judge
from the eontentious matter before the
Assembly, it -was not likely the Assembly
would get through any Bills to send
down to the Council. It was true we had
the Constitution Bill and the Electoral
Bill, but members knew we must have an
absolute majority t6 pass the Constitution
Bill.

RON. F. WHITCOMBE: The Govern-
ment would not get a, maJority of mem-
bers in the Council if they played fast-
and-loose.

Tusz COLONIAL SECRETARY: It
was to be hoped the hon. member did
not accuse him of playing fast-and-loose.
The business of the House was controlled
to a ]arge extent by the Bills in another
House.

How. A. P. Mxrnnsow: There were
Bills that could be proceeded with.

Tun COLONIAL SECRETARY: That
was. rather doubtful. Yesterday there
was the greatest difficulty in securing an
absolute majority of the House. The
hon. member knew that.

HON. F. WHITOOMBE: There was a
majority, but the trouble was that the
Colonial Secretary did not k-now it.

TnE COLONIAL SECRETARY: The
Bill referred to would not be jeopardised
by him for tbe convenience of hon. mem-
bers. He had a duty -which he owed to
the Government and the country, and he

would discharge that duty to the best of
his ability. He was quite willing to meet
next week, hut he could give no guaran-
tee that the House could meet each night
and do business, He was -very doubtful
about it. He was afraid we would not
get much more than a quorum each week.
He was, as he had said, quite willing to
go on with the business, but we could not
proceed with the Constitution Bill unless
we bad a majority of members present.

Question put and passed.
The House adjourned at 8-35 o'clock

until Tuesday, 14th November.

Wednesday, 1st November, 1899.

Loan Hill, £750,000, first reading- -Question: Boring for
Subterranean Deposits of Alluvial Gold-Question:
Cauea at Port Hedland-Mo0tion: Matroolitan
wa~tenory1ks Board and th. Secetr -Motion:
Pollee Dprmn.Commission of Inquiry-

Motin: Afluv a uble, Government to Rerain
from Interferenee-Adjournmnent.

Tarn SPEAKER took the Chair at

4380 o'clock, p.m.

FR&n R5.

On motion by the PREFmrER, the
SPEAKER left the Chair until half-past
seven o'clock.

At 7'3O, Chair resumed.

LOA.N BILL, X760,000.

MESSAGE, APPROPRIATION.
Messagye from the Governor received

and read, recommending=a appropriation
to be made out of the Consolidated
Revenue Fund, for the purpose of a Bill
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to authorise the construction of certain
public works, and other purposes.

On motion by the PREMIER, Bill
read a. first tine.

QUESTION-BORING FOR SUBTERRA-
NEAN DEPOSITS OF ALLUVIAL GOLD.
MR. OATS asked the Minister of

Mines: s, Whether it was the intention
of the Government to give effect to the
motion of the hon. member for North-
East Coolgardie., which was introduced
on 1st December, 1897, and passed on
the voices:-"1 That in the opinion of this
House it is desirable that the Govern-
ment should undertake a series of boring
operations on the various golafields of the
colony, to prove the existence of subter-
ranean deposits of alluvial gold." 2, If
so, when ?

THE MINISTER OF MINES replied:
- 1and 2, When funds are provided for
the purpose, the Mines Department will
be prepared to undertake the work.

QUESTION-CAUSEWAY AT PORT
HEDLAND.

MR. KINGSMILA asked the Director
of Public Works: x, Whether he would
take steps to protect the Causeway at
Port Hedland from the destruction by
weather, which is now threatening that
structure. z, If so, when ?

THE: DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC
WORKS replied :- i, Steps have already
been taken, through the district roads
board under whose control the Causeway
now is, for its maintenance, etc., and a
special grant of £130 has been made to
the board for the purpose; 2, I cannot
say what steps the board have taken, but
will communicate with them by telegram,
urging prompt attention.

MOTION- THE METROPOLITAN WATER-
WORKS BOARD AND) SECRETARY.
AIR. VOSPER moved:
That, in the opinion of this Hotue, it is

desirable that an inquiry be held into the dis-
missal of the late secretary of the Metropolitan
Waterworks Board.
He had been informed by Mr. Hall, the
late secretary of the board, that an
impression had gone abroad to the effect
that he had been guilty of some mis-
appropriation or embezzlement of public
funds; whereas from correspondence
which had been shown to him CMr.
Vosper), it appeared that the dismissal of

the secretary arose out of a difference as
to the manner of keeping the accounts of
the beard. In dismissing the secretary,
the board probably acted within thei-
power; but it was very undesirable that
an imputation should rest on a dismissed
servant, without an opportunity being
-afforded for clearin"u a uncertainty
in the matter. The objectsof the motion
was to obtain ain inquiry by a depart-
mental board, so that the facts of the
case should hie ascertained and reported
to this House ;and in asking for ant
inquiry, hie did not ask that a Royal
Commission or a committee of inquiry
should be appointed in this case. The late
secretary informed him that certain
members of the board treated him in such
a way that he found it difficult to obtain
any exoneration from them of the impu-
tation which appeared to rest on him;
therefore a report by a departmental
board would be a sufficient and effectual
means of eliciting the facts, and of
giving to this dismissed officer an oppor-
tunity of ascertaining distinctly why hie
had been dismissed.

THE PREMIER (Right Hon. Sir
J. Forrest) expressed regret that hie was
unable to support the motion, because
this House could not undertake to
manage everything 'in the country.
Where a statutory board had power to
appoint and dismiss officers, he really
did not see it was the duty of this
House to interfere with the discretion of
a, statutory board acting within its
powers. The Merplitan Waterworks
Act of 1896, Seto 12, gave to the
board power from time to time to
appoint and dismiss officers and clerks
engaged by the board. The Government
were no par'ty to the appointment of Mr.
H all t thi poition, had nothing to do
with the~ teL oIth appointment , nor
were the Government aware of the
reasons why the board hail wished to
dispense with this officer's service. No
report had been presented to the Gov-
ernment in connection with the matter ;
and what be knew of it was front hearsay,
to the effect that the board bad dis-
pensed with the service of the late
secretary because, for some reason, the
members of the board believed they
could obtain better service. In dispensing
with this officer's service, they no doubt
did so tinder the ordinary conditions of
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employment. If we as a Parliament
desired to interfere with every appoint-
ment and dismissal made by a statutory
board, affairs of this kind would too
often occupy the time of the House. lIt
was all very well for the hon. member
to say this officer fancied there was some
dissatisfaction with the manner in which
he had kept the accounts; hut, as far
as was known to him (the Premier), the
late secretary left the board's service
with an absolutely unstained character,
and no charge had been made against
him in regard to his integrity.

MR. VosPER: A public declaration
like that was all that the ease required.

THE PREMIER: There was no
question as to the integrity of the late
secretary, but the board dismissed himi
for reasons known to themselves. The
Government had no option in the matter;
for, as they had not been asked in regard
to the secretary's appointment, neither
were they asked in regard to his removal.
No doubt if a grave injustice had been
done to any public servant by a statutory
hoard cr-eated by Parliament, if grave
charges had been made against the charac-
ter of a public officer, or if some terrible
act had been perpetrated injuring an
officer for life, Parliament might take up
the matter; but in this case no charge
had been made, there was no insinuation
against the officer's character, and be
(the Premier) would have known if there
had been any such insinuation. He
understood this officer's service had been
dispensed with because the board thought
better service was obtainable; and there
was no question of integrity involved.
For these reasons, there was no occasion
for the House to interfere, and hie trusted
the hon. member would not press the
motion.

MR. VOSPER: As the only object
had been to obtain from the Colonial
Secretary such an assurance as had now
been given by the Premier, he asked
leave to withdraw the motion.

Motion, by leave, withdrawn.

MOTION--POLICE DEPARTMENT, COM-
MISSION OF INQUIRY.

Mn. VOSPER (North-East Ooolgardie)
moved:

That, in the opinion of this House, it is
desirable that a Royal Commission should be
appointed to inquire into the working of the

Police Department, with a view of increasing
its efficiency.
He said: Hon. members will recollect
that some days ago, when we were dis-
cussing the case of Constable Love, I
brought forward certain facts which, in
my opinion at least, justified me in asking
the House to take action to secure a royal
commission of inquiry into the condition
and the working of the Police Department,
with a view, of increasing its efficiency.
This is the object of the motion brought
forward to-night. I need only say that
it is unnecessary to repeat the arguments
I used on that occasion, but I may point
out that in Queensland, quite lately, there
have been inquiries held into the Oxley
murder and the Gatton tragedy; and the
police having failed to find the culprits,
the result has been that the Queensland
Government, of its voluntary motion, has
appointed a royal commission to inquire
into the whole circumstances of those
cases, of which inquiry the outcome will
undou.btedly be to increase the efficiency
of the police department. In this colony
there have been a number of crimes com-
mitted which, in every sense of the word,
are equal, if not superior, as crimes, to
the events at Oxley and Gatton; and,
what is worse, these offences extend over
a long period of years, from the Bardoc
murder, in 1894, and the Burbanks high-
way robbery, right down to the present
time, and in that period almost every
crime of magnitude which has been
committed in this colony, certainly every
crime in which the culprit has been
guilty of causing loss of life, has been
distinguished by the fact that no one has
been punished. We have only to look
at the statistics of the Auditor-General in
connection with the Excess Bill, to see
the number of robberies which took place
in the Government offices in respect of
which the offences have not been sheeted
home to the guilty persons. If we look
at the annals of crime for the last four
or five years in this colony, we find
numerous petty offences left unavenged,
and many serious ones; and what is more
peculiar still, many offences for which no
person has yet been punished have been
committed in broad daylight. The Kal-
goorlie highway robbery-the robbery of
gold on a public road-was openly and
publiclv committed, and committed in
circura~tances which would lead one to
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suppose that the police would have very
little difficulty in finding out who the
criminals were, and in fimding the stolen
property; yet we know that has not been
done, owing to some bungling on the
part of the police or by their superior
officers, and that the crimuinals in these
cases have been allowed to escape un-
scathed. A very fearful and atrocious
murder was committed at Mt. Magnet
some time back, where the corpse was
found lying in a disused shaft at the
Rose and Pearl Mine. At the time a
heavy reward for the apprehension of the
perpetrator of the offence was advertised,
but so far there has been no result. We
know, also, in connection with the Post
Office robbery that the sum of £934 was
stolen in broad daylight, dud in very
peculiar circumstances. A committee of
inquiry was appointed, and we have also
hadit royal commission sitting since the
date of that robbery in respect of the
whole Post Office administration, and
neither of these bodies has been able to
throw any light on the subject, while the
police themselves are completely at sea;
in fact, I do not think the police were
very much to blame in this matter, be-
cause I understand the police had the
matter of the Post Office robbery taken
out of their hands, and were told to take
no further steps in that connection until
instructed to do so by the Crown Law
Department. But the fact remains that
no one has been punished for that crime,
and it seems to me a very serious thing
that a person could go into a public insti-
tution likre the General Post Office, steal
£934 in broad daylight, and yet get away
clearly and safely, and that no one should
be apprehended or punished in connection
with the offence. We see again in the
matter of the Dalkeith murder that an
innocent man was arrested, and that in
the meantime the actual criminal got
safely away ; and the whole of the blunder
was undoubtedly due to the initial mtis-
take on the part of the two or three
constables who first had charge of the
affair, because they allowed a number of
the public to run over the tracks, or sup-
posed tracks, of the murderer, and so to
make those tracks altogether valueless
for purposes of identification. Errors of
that kind, which are obvious to any
ordinary man, should not be committed
by police officers; and the same thing

occurred at Kalgoorlie. The police were
on the spot within a few moments after
the crime was comunitted, and one officer
actually came in sight of the highway-
man; yet the criminal got away over a
ridge, and that was the last seen of him.

THE PitEMLER :To what are you
referring?

MR. VOSPER: To the Kalgoorlie
highway robbery. Occurrences like these
seem to indicate that the Police Depart-
ment is not so well managed as we should
like it to be; and if we were to state the
grievances of constables in the service-
and I come into contact with some
of these constables--I think I could
show that there must be something
radically wrong, because the statements
that are made against some of the rank
and file of the police by others of the rank
and file of the police are very disagree-
able to hear. I have heard that the
offence of drunkenness is quite commion
at one police station not very far from
Perth, among certain members of the
force. Then, again, we have the case of a
constable who, no doubt not only come-
mitted perjury himself, but who also
endeavoured to suborn others to commit

pery and he was merely ordered to
pay the sum of £6, and was transferred
from the district where he was stationed
at the time to another district. Now it
is safe to say that if anyone not wearing-
the police uniform had been guilty of
such an offence hie would have been
prosecuted and severel y punished; but
apparently because this man was a con-
stable, he escaped all punishment, and,
moveover, was allowedl to take charge of
some small country station. These things
call for inquiry, and whatever may be
the cause-I am not here to state what
the cause is; I do not know it myself,
and I probably would not be believed if
I did know it and state it-there is quite
sufficient in the statements I have made
to call for inquiry ; and these things
are not information raked up from private
persons and thrust upon the notice of
lion, members without previous investi-
gation ; they are matters of notorious
comment, and have been severely comn-
inted upon by every section of the
Press of this colony. 'Every section of
the Press, too, has expressed its approval
of this motion, and, so far as I can dis-
cover, the motion does not meet with



PolceDearmet: [ Novnrsnm, 1899.] Motion for Inquiry. 2049

much active opposition; in fact, the Pre-
mier said during the course of a recent
discussion that he would be glad to see
the inquiry held. That being 0so, I trust
there will he no opposition to the motion.
I do not bring it forward with any desire
to injure any police officer, or to levy
charges against any. All I say is that
the police as a body are not thorodghly
doing their work, are not doing enough
to conserve the public safety; and that.
lapses of the kind I have mentioned
should not be overlooked by this House.

MR. A. FonnESTr: They are not paid
well enough.

Mn. VOSPER: They are not alto-
gether badly paid, but even if they are,
an inquiry would probably demonstrate
that fact, and might lead to their being
paid better. I am well aware that our
police in the country districts are very
ill-paid, and in many respects ill-treated,
made to pay an extravagant sum per
annum for small tents under conditions
of grave discomfort, while at the same
time they are charged heavy rentals for
those tents, as much as they would be
charged for houses in the same locali-
ties. These complaints show that there
are grievances, and that there is eon-
siderable dissatisfaction amongst police
officers themselves ; consequently there
must he friction in the department, and
possibly this friction is to some extent
responsible for the incificiency of the
police force. I hope the House will take
the motion into favourable consideration,
that we shall have an inquiry board or a
royal commission appointed, with the
result that we shall discover the causes of
the evils and apply a remedy, thus mak-
ing the police force as efficient as it ought
to be in the interests of the public peace.

MR. ILLINGWQRTH: I secoind the
nmotion.

Tiwr PRE-MIER (Right Hon. Sir J.
Forrest): I do not think anyone could
take exception to the way in which the
hon. member has moved hiis motion; and
as for myself, I have no objection to it
whatever. In fact, so long as Parliament
is moderate in regard to Royal Commis-
sions, it is not at all a bad plau to bare
inquiries into different departments at
different times. These commissions do a
great deal of good. because the Govern-
ment have the opportunity of placing on
such comimissions persons who can devote

some time to the investigations, persons
who may be considered to have some
special knowledge of the subject matter
of the inquiry, and the res ult is published
for general information. I think the
department which cannot stand looking
into certainly ought not to continue to
exist, or at all events to flourish. [Mu.
ILLINOWORTHK: Hear, hear.] I have no
objection whatever to the motion; and
as I have said, so long as the Legis-
lature is moderate in its demands for
investigations into different branches of
the public service, these are productive of
good results. This special department,
as I am aware, has come ini for some
adverse comment during the last year or
so, perhaps during the last two or three
years ; but I believe that when the
inquiry is held, it will be found that this
is a particularly efficient department, and
I have the more reason for desiring that
this matter s hould be investigated because
I feel sure the result must be creditable
to a department with which I have had
something to do for a year or two. Those
of us who travel about this colony in its
outlaying portions always come in con-
tact with the administration of the police
in various centres. I have seen the police
in all sorts of places throughout this
colony; I have seen them in centres of
population like Perth and Fremantle and
the older tonms of the colony, and I have
seen them in the far-away portions of the
colony where centres are just being
established ; and the only persons whom
I have ever found thro ughout my peregri-
nations equal to the occasion, and who
dlid their duty under all those varying
conditions, were the officers of police.
I have found them away up on the
Murehison, where there was scarcely any
law ororderatall: Ihave seen the police in
that distant locality disciplined and ready
to do what they were told. I am moire
the member for Central Murchison (Mr.
Illingworth) will recollect the time when
lie first visited the Murchison district.
It was a small place then, just beginning
to be populated. Scarcely any adminis-
tration. of the law had been established,
and that hon. member will bear me out, I
am sure, in saying that the police were
always in the fore, ready to do their duty
and to assist, as far as they were able, in
carrying on the administration.

AR. kLLINawoarT: From the first.

Police Department:
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THE PREMIER: And throughout the
colony wherever we go. we know very well
that all we have to do is to get to a police
station to know that we shall be able to
have something done by a person com-
petent to do it.

MRt. VOSPnR: To have justice doneP
THE PREMIER: I amn speaking of

the administration. We shall always
find a competent and energetic person in
charge of or connected with the police
station ready to obey instructions and to
go anywhere and everywhere. That has
been liy experience in travelling round
the outskirts of civilisation throughout
this colony, and I have always come away
with the feeling that at any rate one
public department has been able to secure
men who are able and willing to do their
duty, and to go here, there, and every-
where in carrying out the instructions of
their superior officers. That shows me
that the police department of this colony
is subjected to a considerable amount of
discipline, because it is not so easy, with
a large body of men, to have this discip-
line, unless those in control are dis-
ciplinarians, and insist upon strict order
throughout the whole organisation. In
regard to the administration in the older
or more thickly populated parts of the
colony-for there is very little complaint
in regard to the scattered parts, and the
more thickly populated portions of the
colony are those which the hon. member's
remarks refer to-we must recollect that
during the last few years there has been
a great influx of criminals to this country.

MR. VosrEn: It is mainly the detective
branch that is wrong.

THE PREMIER: I think the detective
branch has officers only in the more
thickly populated parts of the colony.
Perhaps there are detective officers in
Kalgoorlie, Perth, and Fremantle, but
I do not think there are detectives in
other parts of the colony: there are only
the ordinary police. We must recollect
that during recent years there has been
an immense influx to this colony of what
may be termed the criminal class; those
persons who follow a vicious life in the
colonies, who wander about, and are
attracted to the most prosperous parts.

MRt. ILLINGOOTH: And not a few
from New Caledonia.

THE PREMIER: I was saying that a
few years ago there was a large influx of

these persons to this colony. The tide of
immigration to this country brought
all sorts and conditions of people, the
majority being good men desirous of
seeking their foi-tunes and making their
way in the world; but with them came a
considerable number of what are called
the well-known criminal class, and the
result was that the Fremantle gaol was
filled with them. Hundreds, I might
almost say, found their residing place
for a time in Fremantle gaol, and
I believe they complained bitterly of
their treatment there; tile treatment
was worse than the places fr-onm where
they came. The result of their treatment
was made apparent by a motion brought
forward by the member for North-East
Coolgardie (Mr. Vesper), whose sympa-
thies were enlisted as to theft treatment;
and the member for North-East Cool-
gardie moved a motion in the House
as to the treatment these gentry were
receiving. The sentences of these piersons
were not very long, and I believe nearly
all of them have now decamped ; they
have now all gone away and sought fresh
fields and pastures ne'v.

MR. VosrER: The result of the motion
was good, was it notP

THE PREMIER: I believe out of
evil sometimes good comes. As far as
the hon. member's sympathy with this
class of persons is concerned, and I do
not blame him for that, we all ought to
be sympathetic with persons even if they
do not deserve it; but the hon. member
was wrongly inclined towards these rascals,
who had spent a great many years of their
life in prison. But I admit the motion
that the hon. member brought forward
did good.

MR. Vospnna: The Penal Commission
did good.

THE PREMIER: The statements of
those who complained most bitterly of
the treatment received were not borne
out, nor did those persons receive any
sympathy whatever from the Comm ission.
On the contrary the Commission said
the prisoners were well fed and treated,
and I might go a little f urther and say
they were too well fed and treated.. My
remarks are directed to the fact that a
great many of these gentry came to the
colony, and I may tell hon. members
that some of my friends in Melbourne-
magistrates there -told me that their

Motion for Inquiry.[ASSVMBLY-1
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work became easy, because 600 criminals
who were constantly being brought
before them in the police courts haed
departed to Western Australia. How-
ever, these criminals have gone away
again.

MR. ILLINGWORTH: They have gone to
South Africa.

THE PREMIER: They have gone
somewhere, and our prisons now are
getting quite thin. There are not mafny
of these criminals in the gaols now, and I
have no doubt the police have much] less
to do now than they ]ad at that time.
It comes about that when you bring a
large number of energetic and experienced
criminals into a country, the police in
that country, who have been accustomed
to quiet ways, are not quite eqlual to
dealing with them. The fact remains
that many of these criminals were put in
prison: they found the police equal to
them, and they comaplained that the treat-
nient received there was altogether differ-
ent, from what they had received in other
places, The hon. member for North-East
Coolgardie has stated that a great many
criminals have escaped from being
broughit to justice. There are instances
all over the world, everywhere, in the
most civilised countries, where criminals
are able to evade justice. Tate the Jack-
the-Ripper atrocities in London; we
know the perpetrators have not been dis-
covered to this day. In a crowded part
of the city of London, where there are
hundreds and hundreds of police and
thousands and thousands of people, these
atrocities were committed.

MRt. ROBSON: There are 17,000 police
in London.

THE PREMIER: The perpetrators of
these atrocities have never to this day
been brought to justice. In most vases
in this colony-there are some exceptions
-someone lia been brought before a jury
of his countrymen to answer to the
charge; and because a mnan has been
acquitted by a jury, I do not think that
shows that the police are useless. Every
man is innocent until he is found guilty,
and any of us might be tied before a jury
and acquitted; but that is no reason why
the administration of the police force can
be said to be no good. The police think
they have a primta facie case, and they
bring it forward. It is submitted to a
jury under the direction of a judge, and

a conviction or acquittal is recorded.
Because an acquittal is recorded, the hon.
member says the police are inefficient.
lIt may be that. a case is not clear to the
minds of a jury.

MR. VORPER: What about the cases
not brought before a jury ?

THE PREMIER: Take the Mae of the
Kalgoorlie highway robbery. We know
the facts of that case: in broad daylight
someone sticks tip two men who have gold
and valuables in a vehicle; the robber
makes off with a bag of silver in view of
hundreds and hundreds of people-I may
say thousands-and escapes. Informa-
tion is sent to the police a mile or two
away ; the police come up in perhaps half
an hour, or some time afterward, and are
not able to follow the man.

MR. VosPnR: The police were there a
few minutes after the crime., in that case.

THE PREMIER: How could that beP
MR. VosFRx: The police were in the

vicinity.
THE PREMIER: If the police were

close by, they would have to get horses
before they could follow the highwayman.
Some time after the robbery, say a quarter
of an hour, to make the time short-
perhaps it was longer than that-the
police with black trackers are on the spot,
and try to find tracks when there are thou-
sands of people about. No one can tell
the police where the man went to: he may
have gone down some shaft or somewhere
else. How could the police find him?
It is all very well for people to say that
the police should find out the criminal.
How could the police find the man
amongst so many others where tracks are
so numerous, and when the police were
on the spot half an hour or a quarter of
an hour -after the crime was committed?
All the criminal would have to do would
be to double round and get to the
Boulder or into some thickly-populated
part of the town, and unless someone
recognised him with the silver or the
property on hint, it would be impossible
for any constable to find him and to
know that hie was the man. No one
could identify him: the men who were
robbed-the two men in the trap-could
not identify the man. If the right man
had been brought before them, they could
not say whether he was the criminal;
therefore, how could the police detect the
highway robber? It is all very well to
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talk. When a person is robbed or
assaulted, and that person cannot recog-
nise the offender, it is very difficult to
get a, convictionl, and, as a matter of
fact, the police were unable to find the
man in this case: if they had found the
man, it would have been absolutely use-
less, because the people who had been
robbed would not have been able to
recognise him. Therefo-e, I say the
charge against the police in this ease is
absolutely worthless. Take the Post
Office robbery, in which the police were
called in just after the robbery had taken
place. I expect before the police came
in--I do not know, but I expect-the
money was out of the place. It is gener-
ally supposed that the robbery was comi-
mnitted by someone who bad access to the
department, who knew something about
the place, in fact someone connected
with the department; and it was the
general impression that the money was
out of the premises before the police were
called in. How were the police to find
where the money had gone toP It is a
very difficult matter indeed, and T think
the only way to have found out the
robber was by the passing of notes, and
as they were £65 and £10 notes,
that would be troublesome, because the
man who stole the money would probably
not attempt to pass the notes for some
months. In this case the police may easily
be defended. If the police had been
called in before the money left the
place, or had been watching when the
theft was committed, it would have been
all right; but we know that the money
was stolen, said no doubt was out of the
premises long before the police were in-
formed.

MR. Vosrnnt: It may be on the pre-
mises now, for all we know.

THE PREMIER: If so, I hope it will
be found, As to the Crown Law Depart-
ment giving instructions to the police not
to do anything, what has the Crown Law
Department to do wvith the police in de-
tecting criminals ? I do not suppose the
Crown Law Department heard about this
robbery until 24 hours after the event.
The Crown Law Department would not
be consulted ais soon as the roIbbery took
place. They Crown Law Department is
only, consulted when the police wvant in-
formation as to procedure under the lawv,
and as to prosecutions. The Crown Law

Department is not consulted as to how to
catch criminals : that department is not
supposed to have any knowledge as to
how to catch criminals. The department
has to advise the police as to the best
way of prosecuting criminals after they
are detected. In regard to the Dalkeith
murder, which has been alluded to, that
no doubt is a matter of general interest,
and we would like to see the case cleared
up. The police prosecuted in that case,
and the coroner's jury found a verdict.
But the jury of the Supreme Court
acquitted the person, and I have no doubt
the jury acted in the way they thought
right. But it cannot be said that the
police at any rate dlid not take some
action in the matter: they brought a man
before a tiibuna of his countryman
on the warrant of a coronor's jury, and
the ease was sent to a jury of the
Supreme Court by the grand jury, and
the person was acquitted. I do not
think there is anything against the police
in that matter. I would like to say, as
the hon. member has spoken of the
bungling of the police in regard to the
tracks, that it is very easy to be wise after
the event. We know very well if anyone
is missing, it is about the last idea to
enter one's mind that there has been foul
play. Everyone is desirous of discovering
the lost person, and all classes join in the
search, black trackers accustomed to
track, and everyone else who have kind
hearts and who are desirous of assisting
to search for tracks which mnay lead
them to find out and rescue the person
who may have wandered away under a
temporary aberration of mind or from
some other cause. When the person is
found, either dead or alive, we should not
blame anyone because dozens of persons
went in search of tracks to loot for
the missing person. That seems to be
ridiculous. It is not that foul play was
suspected or ascertained, and people did
not go to discover the tracks of the
criminal. The first idea is to try and
discover the lost person, and in the case
of the Dalkeith murder dozens of persons
searched about for tracks in order to find
the lost woman. I think these persons
deservecoinmendlationrather than censure,
and it would be afunny thing for the police
to say " Get away from this; lam looking
for the person. We have all the eyes: get
away from this spot."
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Mn. Vosp: That is exactly what the
police at Scotland Yard do.

THE PREMIER: The police at Scotland
Yard, in London, do not do tracking as
we in the Australian bush do.

AIR. VosnnR: They use bloodhounds
occasionally.

THEn PREMIER: 'No one suspected in
the Dalkeith case that the poor creature
had b-een murdered. People thought the
woman might have wandered away. As
to employing bloodhounds or the system
of tracking in the streets of London em-ployed by the authorities of Scotland
Yard, that system would -not do in the
Australian bush. When a person is
missed there is a hue and cry, and old
and young turn out to try and find the
person who is lost. That is the plan
that was followedl in the Dalkeith case.
Unfortunately it was subsequently found
that foul pla-y was suspected. Then
ever 'ybody was up in arms, and said no-
one should have been allowed to look for
tracks; everybody should have been kept
off until the police got expert trackers to
see what the tracks were. I say it is
very easy to be wise after the event.
WhTile I have no objection to the motion
of the hon. member-in fact, I think- it
will do good, because, as I said before,
every department should stand the test
of investigation-still I think the result
of the investigation will prove that the
Western Australian police force, through-
out the colony, far and wide, not only in
Perth and Fremantle, but to the utmost
confines of the colony, in the North, and
the South, and the East, are an efficient
body. There is one class of people in
Western Australia, at any rate, -who are
always. ready to do their duty, and that
is the police force of the colony.

Xn., VOSPER (in reply): As no other
hon. member seems to desire to speak, I
shall content myself with replying briefly.
I will only say this. I am willing to
acknowledge to the fullest possible extent
the difficul ties under which the police
labour; but they labour under no greater
difficulties than the police in other parts
of the world, and in other parts of Aus-
tralia do. But I may say this: the police
force are formed and organised for the
special purpose of overcoming the diffi-
culties to which the right bon. gentleman
alludes, and the police force have failed

in notorious instances to overcome those
difficulties. It is proved that they have
not been doing their work as, thoroughly
and efficiently as they might do it.
I do not deny that the police force is a
well disciplined body, and I never said I
had any doubt that in most parts of the
country the police would be found doing
their duty, and doing it I may say under
exceptionally difficult circumstances in
many cases, some of these difficulties
being inflicted on them by the depart-
ment itself. But what we have to look
to is not whether the police force are, in
the opinion of the right hon. gentleman
or of any individual, a perfectly efficient
body; but the question is whether the
force are doing their duty in conserving
the public peace and safety. When we.
know that in broad daylight there have
been serious crimes committed in various
parts of the colony, this alone proves
that the work is not being done as well
as it ought to be done; and remembering
the wise old saying, "By their fruits shall
ye know them,"r we must judge the
efficiency of the police by what we know
of their doings. When we find that the
police have ignominiously failed in many
cases to detect flagrant crimes, we must
infer that something should be done to

ipoetheir standard of efficiency. It
ma~y bethat the police in this colony are
not acquainted with the most recent
methods of criminal investigation; and
knowing as we do there has been a, large
influx of eriminals into the colony, and
that many of them still remain in it,
amongst them being perhaps some of the
most expert criminals in the world, this
makes it all the more necessary that the
investigation department of the police
force must be correspondingly sharpened,
and we should try to improve the detec-
tive branch of the service. I regret that
the right hon. gentleman (the Premier)
should have seen fit to allude to me in a
somewhat slighting tone as to my action
with regard to the Penal Commission, and
more particularly to my alleged sympathy-
with criminals. I may point out that it
is one thing to have sympathy with a,
criminal as a degenerate member of
society, or as an object for pathological
study, and quite another thing to have
sympathy with crime.

THE PREMIE: I assure the hon. mem-
ber I did not mean that.

Foli" Department:
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Mn. VOSPER: I do not suppose the
right hon. gentleman did intend to imi-
pute that to mue. r would point out, in
justification of what I aim now doing,
that what I said in connection with the
Penal Commission is supported by their
report; that every charge I made against
the administration of the penal depart-
ment has been maintained by the three
reports presented by the Penal Corn-
mission-

THE PREMIER; No; they do not sup-
port your charges. You said the prisoners
were starved, and they say the prisoners
were well fed.

MR. VOSPER: No; I said the food
was of inferior quality. I spoke more
especially of the want of system in the
classification of criminals in gaol, and we
have in the report of the Penal Com-
mission astrong recommendation, pointing
out that structural alterations in the gaol
buildings are necessary to give effect to
what they consider a proper system.
What I said with regard to the employ-
ment of prisoners, the remuneration of
prisoners, the offences against discipline
within the gaol, and the methods of trying
and punishing prisoners for those offences,
the methods of dark cells and long sen-
tences-all these charges made by me have
been borne out by the Penal Commission
in their report; and that report shows how
utterly unsutited. are all these methods to
modern penology and to the conditions of
this colony. I fought a libel action on
the subject brought against me by con-
tractors for the supply of provisions to
the Fremantle gaol; and those persons
were totally unable to exonerate them-
selves from the charges I had made in
regard to the supply of food. Mr. .Tus-
tice Hensmaui, in his judgment on that
case, most emphatically stated they had
failed to clear themselves from those
charges. The Penal Comanission have
also referred in their report to the subject
of food for prisoners, in these words:

As was perhaps only natural, almost every
witness had something to say upon the subject
of the prison food. The majority aserted
that during the latter part of the year 1897
the food supplied was exceptionally bad in
quality. Unless the whole of the evidence of
the prisoners upon this point is to be dis-
believed, there is no reason to doubt that this
condition of things, although in a modified
form, continued until quite recently. It is
nevertheless admitted by the prisoners that
there is, at the present time, no ground for

complaint in the matter of the quantity or of
the quality of the food supplied.

It is significant that, concurrently with
the appointment of the Penal Commission,

Ia better system appears to have been
introduced into the prison administra-
tion; and so marked was the change in
the quality of the food supplied to priso-
ners that they began to dub certain

Idishes or kinds of food by names sugges-
tive of the Penal Commission, or of par-
ticular members of it. All this goes to
show that if the Penal Commission had
not been appointed, there would never
have been this marked improvement in
the management of the gaol and the
treatment of the prisoners. AUl the facts
show that the whole of the statements I
made in regard to the quality of the food
supplied previous to the inqqiry were
fully borne out by the terms of the
summing uip by Mr. Justice Heusman, in
the trial I have mentioned; and, in regard
to the report of the Penal Commission, I
challenge any member of this House to
read that report, also to read the speech
I made in moving for the appointment of
the Commission, and then to show where
I was wrong, if it can be shown.

THE PREMIER: The report of the Coin-
mission was very tame, as compared with
your charges.

MR. VOSPER: It is true the language
of the report is somewhat tame, but we
cannot expect a Royal Commission to use
the language of an advocate, in summing
uip the evidence taken before it, and in
making recommendations to this House.
We should remember that members of
this House are pleaders, as a rule, and
do not use what niay be called judicial
language.

Tus PREMIER: We ought to bejudicial,
I think.

Mn. VOSPER: Yes, as a body; but as
individuals we are pleaders, and in fact
we occupy a double position in this House.
It is admitted that the Penal Commission
has done good work, and that their ap-
pointment has had a good result. The
natural corollary to that is that we should
now bring our criminal investigation de-
partment up to a modern standard of
efficiency, and while I do not want to
affect that I have any maudlin sympathy
with criminals as such, yet I agree with
the recommendation of the Commission,
that the object of punishment should be
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to make the punishment sharp and severe,
aud that we should endeavour to make
the punislhnent as certain as it is possible
to be. If a charge be made against me
of having sympathy with criminals, that
charge is met and answered b 'y the fact
that I am bringing this motion before the
House to improve the methods of detect-
ing crime. Every wrong-doer should be
punished for the wrong-doing, and it is
the most serious thing in the world that
crimnals should be imbued with the idea
that they can with impunity commit
terrible crimes in a country. We know
that many crimes have been committed in
this colony, and that the criminals enjoy
something like immunity from detection
or punishment; and I wvant to put an
end to that state of things. That is the
object of my motion; and if the House
passes it, and if a commission of inquiry
be appointed, we shall have an opportunity
of reforming the Police Department as
we have reformed the penal administra-
dion, and we shall in that way do a deal
of good by reducing the enormous pro-
portion of crime which appears in the
records of this colony.

Question put and passed.

MOTJON-ALLUVJAI, TROUBLE: GOV-ER.NMENT TO REFRAIN FROM INTER-
FERENCE.

Mr. VOSPER (North-East Coolgardie)
moved:

That it having been demonstrated that the
present alluvial trouble at Kialgoorlie arises
entirely out of a question of disputed title,
over which the Supreme Court alone has
jurisdiction, this House is of opinion that the
Government should refrain from all further
interference in the dispute, pending its settle-
ment by process of law, sad then only for the
purpose of enforcing the mandates of Her
Majesty's Judges.
I have been asked to bring this motion
forward by the members of the alluvial
deputation who camne to Perth last week
and interviewed the Premier on the
dispute which has arisen at Kalgoorlie.
I understand from these men that one of
their test cases is to be tried before the
Supreme Court, and that a decision in
the case will have the effect of settling
who is entitled to the ore from the
ground in dispute, and who is the actual
owner of the land from which that ore
has been extracted. In the meantime, it
is within the bounds of possibility that

some steps may be taken on the spot in
regard to this dispute, by those who
believe they have a right to this ore; and
I will point out to this House that when
a question of disputed title arises, some
men do wrong and extraordinary things.
I have seen am example in America, where
two tramway companies obtained conces-
sions to build tramways in the same
town, in different streets, which streets
crossed at one point; and both the
tramway companies began to lay rails at
the crossing, and as fast as one party
laid down rils the other party pulled
them up and laid down other rails. This
went on for several days. I1 take it that
the present alluvial dispute is on all-
fours with that case. The Premier and
members of the Executive generally have
shown themselves conciliatory and reason-
able in dealing with this matter tip to
the present; and, compared with the
former action of the Cabinet, their
conduct has been of a very praiseworthy
and laudable description, showing their
desire to obtain a settlement on a just
basis. I believe the same feeling actuates
the alluvial miners. It is the desire of
the alluvial miners that this question
shall be settled once for all by the
Supreme Court, and that in the mean-
time they shall not be overawed by a
display of superior force, such a display
as may cause the men to take it for
granted that the company axe in this case
in the right, whether the law decides so
or not. The men simply desire that the
Government shall be very careful as to
what they consider law, and the men ask
that thle case shall be proved and decided
by the Supreme Court itself. If the
company are shown to be in the wrong,
then the Government will be in the wrong
by molesting the alluvial diggers in
asserting their- rights. If, on the other
hand, the company are shown to
be in the right and that the diggers
are in the wrong, then the Govern-
ment will be equally in error and
equally responsible if they assist the dig-
germ against the company. The object of
this motion is to leave the matter entirely
in the hands of the Supreme Court, and
for the Government not to interfere any
more than is necessary for the mnainten-
ance of law and order, and not to allow
the heads of the police at Kalgoorlie to
send bodies of troops, practically, or
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bodies of police to interfere with and
overawe the alluvial miners who are
asserting what they believe to be their
rights. Of course, if the Government say
they have an interpretation which they
are determined to enforce, they must take
the responsibility; but it may be that the
Supreme Court will finally decide against
them. I take it now that the men are
prepared to act in a quiet, orderly, and
jusat manner; and although something
resembling disturbances have taken place,
and the men are accused of trespassing
on this land, and are accused of having
actually stolen the ore, yet it is claimed
by the men that the ore belongs to them.
as was claimied by the alluvial miners in
the case of Burke against the Ivanhoe
Venture Company. I may remind the
House that it was shown in the case of
Burke and party that although they took
ore which was said not to belong to them,
yet the decision of the Supreme Court
awarded that ore to Burke and party, and
the decision said, in effect, that the
-alluvial miners were acting within their
legal rights, The miners in this case
seem to have taken the same course as
was pursued by 1 urke and party' , and the
result seems to have been the samne also.
If that be so, there is no reason why the
Government should take stops to coerce
or flout these men, or to prevent the
miners from proceeding in a wanner to
assert their rights. I do not say the
alluvial men should proceed to assert
their rights by force, or take any course
which this House generally will not coun-
tenance; but I hope the matter will be
treated in such a way that the Supreme
Court shall have an unprejudiced issue
to try, and as far as possible the lower
Court shall refrain -from undue inter-
ference, so that the matter may be settled
by the higher tribunal. An impression
always arises amongst a body of men,
that a demonstration of force shows the
Government are opposed to the wishes of
the men and are supporting the other side.
It gives the idea to the moiners that the
Government are opposed to them.

Mn. MORGANS: They have had no
reason to think that.

MnI. VOSPER:- I have already said
that the Government gave them no reason
to think that, at all; and all1 am asking
now is that this Rouse shall affilnn this
motion, and that the Government shall

give it their support, in order that these
men may have a guarantee that the wise
policy of conciliation hitherto adopted by
the Government shall be carried on to
the conclusion of the dispute. I believe
that. very shortly cases will come before
the Full Court to finally settle the matter;
and then if the diggers. will not obey the
law, the orders of the Supreme Court
should be justly enforced in the sternest
and most complete manner, and law-
abiding citizens will be bound to support
the Government in that course.

THE PREMEIER: But what about the
warden's injunctions ?

Mx. VOSPER: I think that as these
matters are sub judice, they have gone
beyond the stage in which the warden
can interfere. The matter is before the
Supreme Court, and it would have been
better for the public peace if the com-
panies had never applied to the warden
at all in the first instance, except to
get cases stated for the opinion of the
Supreme Court, and the Supreme Court
might then have decided those cases.
I desire merely that the House shall
affirm the policy of the Government
as pursued in the past, and that such
policy shall continue until the disputes
are decided; and that, as soon as the law
is interpreted, the Government shall pro-
ceed to enforce the law. I do not mean
to say that 1, if I find the decision of the
Supreme Court is entirely against the
alluivial digger, shall be content to leave
the law as it stands. As lion. mIembers
will recollect, I fought against the Act
passed last year when it was before this
House. I think it is an inconvenient,
and in some respects an hnmnoral law;
because, however we may choose to mince
matters, it does confiscate a right given
to the alluivial miner by a deliberate act
of this Parliament. My opinion remains
the same, that whatever may have been

ithe considerations of expediency which
dictated this course, the Act passed is an
Act for confiscation, and we cannot expect
those who suffer under that Act to be
very patient under their affliction. I feel
that the men have shown that they have
no desire to do anything unconstitutional.
If the Government take the pacific atti-
tude suggested by the motion, the effet
-will be that if any disturbance arises, the
onus and responsibility will be on the
men themselves, and I believe that the

(ASSEMBLY.] Yo Int,erference.
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men, gratified by the impartiality of the
Government, will feel that responsibility,
and. will be the very last persons to pro-
yoke any breach of the peace. I recom-
mend this motion to the House, and
trust it will receive the support of hion.
members.

TEE PREMIER (Rt. Ron. Sir 5.
Forrest) : No one can take exception to
the manner in which the hion. member
has brought forward his motion; but at
the same time I regret I am unable to
give him any support in regard to it. It
seems to me it is an unnecessary motion,
and more than that, it is an unusual one.
I take it this House cannot form itself
into an executive authority to administer
the laws of the colony and the depart-
ments of the colony. All this House can
do is to pass laws and to vote moneys,
and the administration of the affairs of
the Government it has to leave to those
whom it considers its trusted agents.
The House has the power, too, of criti-
cising the actions of the executive officers
of the colony; and if those officers do
wrong, the House can remove them from
their positions. For this House to set
itself up as an authority, and to say how
the law shall be carried out in detail,
would seem to me to be taking upon
itself a duty which up Parliament in the
British dominions has ever undertaken.
This motion begins by' saying that it has
been. demonstrated that thie present allui-
vial trouble at Kalgoorlie arises entirely
out of questions of disputed title. Well,
is it for us to decide that question here
by passing a resolution affirming it?
Personally, I am not at all prepared to
subscribe to that definite statement,
because I know very well there are cases
in which the injunctions of the warden
have been disobey' ed by people on the
goldfields-absolutely disobeyed; and if
that is so, how can we say that the
trouble is entirely a question of disputed
titleP If there be a disputed title and
the warden issues injunctions, we all know
that the first duty of everyone concerned
is to obey the injunctions, and to take steps
to have the injunctions set aside by a
higher tribunal. That is the course we
all have to pursue in the more settled
parts of the colony. if we find that
someone treats us in a way we do not
like, we are not at liberty to take the law
into our own hands here in Perth. We

have to await the decision of the court,
and subsequently we have to abide by
that decision. If we do not abide by it,
we shall soon get a summons to show
cause why we should not be attached for
contempt, and the police, with a warrant,
will compel us to respect the court's
decision. I know that the injunctions of
the warden at Kalgoorlie have been
issued, and absolutely disobeyed and
flouted. The hion. member says it is a
case of disputed title, over which the
Supreme Court alone has jurisdiction. I
absolutely deny that. Ultimately the
Supreme Court has jurisdiction, but
every Minor Court in the colony has a.
right to be obeyed to exactly the Same
extenit as the Supreme Court. The edicts
of every minor court of competent juris-
diction have to be obeyed. There is an
appeal to a higher tribunal, but the
decision of the minor court, until set
aside, is as good as that of the Supreme
Court itself ;therefore, I take it that this
statement that the Supreme Court alone
has jurisdiction is incorrect. In many
cases the Supreme Court decision can be
appealed from to a higher tribunal, the
Privy Council, consequently the Supreme
Court alone has not jm-isdiction; and
therefore the decisions of the various
courts should be obeyed by all the people
of this country, whether those courts are
minor courts or superior courts, and a
decision of a minor court is ais good as
the decision of the highest court in the
land until set aside by such superior
tribunal. It is useless for anyone to say
that he will not obey the order of the
police court, but will obey the order of
the Supreme Court. The man who will
not obey the order of the police court is
doing just as much wrong as if he dis-
obeyed the Supreme Court ;therefore, I
take it that the statement of the hion.
member is not correct. The motion pro-
ceeds: "That the Government should
refrain from all further interference in the
dispute pending its settlement by process
of law." I do not know that the Govern-
ment have ever desired to interfere with
this dispute, further than by carrying out
the orders of the courts. I have no
desire to do more than that. The Gov-
ernment did not come in. It seems to
me we have no business to interfere until
the people come before the courts, and
till the courts have given a decision. The
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duty of the Government is then to see
that the orders of the courts, either
minor courts or superior courts, are
obeyed; and we have no right whatever
to interfere, except 'by insisting that the
law shall be obeyed. It is altogether a
new theory thle hon. member lays down,
that the mandates of the Supreme Court
shall alone be enforced. That seems a
funny doctrine to be preached in this
colony, that all other courts in the colony
should be treated with contempt, and that
only the mandates of the Supreme Court
be obeyed! The Supreme Court is not
a court of final jurisdiction. As a rule,
there is an appeal to the Privy Council
from the Supreme Court. Why then
should anyone obey the mandate of the
Supreme Court any more than the
mandate of the police court ? I think the
hon. member, in his desire to try to
encourage peace, has overstepped the
mark, and has spoken in opposition to
what all of us I am sure must regard as
the duty of every citizen in this colony,
that is, obedience to law; and if the law
be administered by magistrates, it must
be considered good until set aside by a
higher tribunal. It is no excuse for a
law-breaker to say that he did not believe
the law was good, or that the law bad
afterwards been proved to be bad law.
It does not rest in us to say that the
decision of a magistrate is bad, and that
we shall not obey it: we are bound over
to obey it until we can have it set aside;
and if people would only follow that
principle on the goldfields and elsewhere,
there would lbe no difficulty. The trouble
has been caused, I regret to say, by
people. who maintain that the law is
morally bad, and ought not to be obeyed.
Well, if we get morality into laws and try
to bring morals into their administration,
I do not know where we shall get to. We
know very well that a law passed by a
Legislature is a good law until repealed or
proved to be ultra vires ; and it is no use
our saying, on some basis of morality
which we like to set up for ourselves, tha~t
the law ought not to have been passed.
The law hats been passed, anid must be
obeyed. I can seeno justification whatever
for the motion. I am willing to admit
the hon. member has brought it forward
with a good motive, but I feel certain he
will see that no Government could accept
the motion hie has tabled; and I there-

fore hope that on further consideration,
having made his speech, having shown to
the public his views with regard to this
matter, he will withdraw the motion,
because he can rest assured that we can-
not agree in this House to such a proposi-
tion.

TnnE MINISTER OF MINES (Hon.
H. B. Lefroy) : As the Minister for the
time being charged with the admuinistra-
tion of the goldfields, there is no one more
anxious than I that this Goldfields Act
shall be obeyed, and obeyed to the letter
in every possible way. I am most jealous
of this. I think everyone who comes
under this Act ought to obey the Act and
to obey the rulings of the courts. The
hon. member (Mr. Vosper) informas us by
this motion that it has been demonstrated
that the present alluvial trouble at Kal-
goorlie arose entirely out of a question of
disputed title. That is, I think, a very
delicate point, as to whether it is or is
not a question of disputed title. I think
a person has to get into actual legal pos-
session before there can be any dispute as
to a title. I do not think it would be
looked upon as a. question of disputed
title if I went into a butcher's shop and
took possession of a leg of mutton, sand
carried it away. I do not think it would
bea& question of title as to whom that leg,
of mutton belonged to.

MR. VosrEn: Your leg of mutton is
not on all-fours with this alluvial dis-
pute-

TuE MINISTER OFMtNES: If the
law lays down one distinct principle, that
everything within a lease belongs to one
person, whether that be the alluvial miner
or the lessee, I think that law ought to
be obeyed. The hion. member has stated
that there are several oases yet to come
before the courts with iregard to this
disputed title to which he refers. But,
as far as I can see, every question which
can possibly arise as to any matter which
might be interpreted as a disputed title
has already been decided by the Supreme
Court of this colony.

MR. Vospr: No.
Tun MINISTER OF MINES: We

have had the question as to whether a
lessee, owning a lease taken up prior to
the passing of the Goldfields Act of 1895,
owned all the gold within his lease. That
question has been settled by the Full
Court, which has decided that all gold
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found within a lease granted prior to the
Act of 1895 is the exclusive property of
the lessee and nobody else; that any
man coming on that lease is a trespasser,
and just as much a trespasser as would
be one who went into a shop and removed
the wares from the shelves or the counter.
It has been decided by the Supreme
Court that no miner has any right to
enter -upon any lease granted between the
passing of the Act of 1895 and the
passing of the Amaending Act of 1898:
that has been decided distinctly by
the Judges of the Supreme Court; and
I think lion. members will agree with me
that if there be an appeal against that
decision, the Pull Court will uphold the
decision given yesterday. However, I
have not heard whether there is to be any
appeal, but even if there be one, I think,
until that question is settled by appeal,'
it is the duty of the people to abide by
the decision already given, until that
decision be upset by a higher court.
Because notice of appeal is given from a
warden's court, that is no reason why
people should go and at once take the
law into their own hands, and should say,
"We are not going to abide by this
decision; we are going to do just as we
like until this question has been decided
by the Full Court." I do not think that
is the law of the country, and I do not
think hiou. miembers expect that the Gov-
ernment are to uphold anyone in an action
of that sort. If we are to connive at such
acts, I think we, as a Government, are
unworthy of the positions we occupy, and
of the trust imposed upon us by this
House and by the people of this country.
There is a big principle at stake iu this
matter. It is a question as to the rights
of property, and as to the right to what
is granted under the laws of the Crown;
and I say that every possible case that
can be interpreted has already been inter-
preted by the Supreme Court, solI cannot
see what necessity there is for this motion.
The bon. member says that the present
alluvial trouble arises entirely out of a
question of disputed title, over which the
Supreme Court alone has jurisdiction,
and that this House is of opinion that
the Government should refrain from all
further interference in the dispute pending
its decision by process of law. I cannot
conform to the ideas which seem to be
involved in this motion. I certainly

think that when we 'have a6 warden's
court, the decisions of that court ought
to be upheld, even pending their being
appealed against. But I say to-nighit
that I do not think the law has been
observed in this matter in the way in
which it ought to have been observed. I
regret that should be so, but the law
ought to be obeyed, and I think it is my
duty to speak out on an occasion of this
sort, and to express rev regret, that the
mniners. on the goldfields hiave not observed
the lawv as it should be observed. The
Government have no desire 'to rush
into a matter of this sort, to enforce law
and order unless they are compelled to do
so, until they have strong grounds for
doing so, until they feel that by the
exigencies of the case they are compelled
to see that the law is enforced. But so
far as the interpretation of the law is con-
cerned, I consider that up to the present
time the law has been sufficiently inter-
preted for every ordinary mind, and I
think the miners on the goldfields ought
to abide by the interpretation placed on
the law by the Supreme Court of the
colony.

MR. LEAKn: They are not abiding by
it: that is the trouble.

Tn MINISTER OF MINES: It is
the duty of hon. members on at question
of this sort to state thiat they expect the
people on the goldfields to obey the law,
and if the law is not obeyed, then mem-
hers should support the Government in
protecting the rights of property as far as
they can. These disputes have gone on
too long altogether. and I think there
has been a lot of shuffling in regard to
the matter. It may be said the mniners
have been led astray. They may have
been told they bad a right to occupy this
land; but they have been distinctly in-
formed without doubt that they have no
right to the land; therefore it is their duty,
if they are what they say they are, law-
abiding citizens, to do as the law tells
them todo. If the law ought tobe altered,
that is a totally different matter: the House
can consider that at some future time.
For my part, when a lease is issued, that
lease ought to give to the individual the
right to all gold within the lease. Eut
the ground should not be leased white
there is any likelihood of any alluvial
gold being found on the land ; but as
soon as it is clearly demonstrated that it is
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not alluvial ground, it should be leased,
and a distinct and absolute title given to
the lessee. It is a disgraceful thing to
think that when a lease is signed on
behalf of Her 'Majesty the Queen, the
title should. not be an absolute one. We,
as Britishers, should uphold such a lease
in every possible way. A title granted
by the Crown ought to be the best and
miost absolute title a. man can possibly
get. There have been a great many
things said about this subject, and so
many lpersons have ideas of their own.
Some people think that two persous can
occupy a piece of land, and that there
ought to be some law by which two
persons can occupy a piece of land. I tell
the House and the miners of the country
that there is no possible law by which
two people can occupy a piece of land
harmoniously. If we attempt to grant a
dual title we shall attempt something
-which is impossible; we shall be attemipt-
ing something which has never been done
anywhere else, although I have heard it
said frequently that the dual title is in
force in other parts of the worhd. If
anyone can point out to me where the
dual title does exist I shall1 be glad to
learn. But no one can point out any
place where the dual title does exist, and
in those very countries where most of the
miners in this colony come from, the title
to a lease is absolute, and anyone who
goes on to a piece of land for which
there is an application for a lease, can
he sued for trespass. We have in this
colony the most liberal law as to allu-
vial mining that exists in any colony, be-
cause we say that the alluvial miner can
go on to a piece of land for which an
application for a lease has been lodged,
and the granting of the lease is then post-
poned for six months. If within that
six mtonths alluvial is proved to exist on
the land, the lease is ref used. We have
the most liberal mining law in Australia,
as to alluvial mining, and the people in
the country ought to recognise it, and
ought to recognise that the Goveirnment
of the country are desirous of doing what
]s fair and just between all parties.
There appears to be a strong feeling per-
vading the minds of some people on the
goldfields. They think the Government
have only one desire, to see the gold
mines locked up and -nothing done withi
themn. Has nothing been done with the

gold mines in the pastP Gold-mining in
WVestern Australia has only been going
on for a&few years, yet during the month
of October the gold mines in this colony
put out 205,000 ounces of gold. Does
that show that the policy of the Govern-
ment is detrimental to the gold-mining
industry ? Such a statement is ridicu-
lous and absurd, and those who endeavour
to point the finger of scorn at the Gov-
ernment in regard to these matters are
unworthy of credit, and I certainly think
that such persons wilt get very little
credit from this House.

Mn. VospxnR: Who has done it?
Tma MINISTER OF MINES: Many

people have done so, as the hon. momber
'knows perfectly well: the hon. member
himself has frequently done so. I do not
know why the hon. member does it, but
he gets the most ridiculous things into
his head at times; and if the lion. mem-
ber reads and studies, and I believe the
hon. member does read and study --

MR. VosrE: Do you know what you
are talking about ?

THE MINISTER OF MINES: I am
answering the hon. member.

Mn. Vospun: Did I not expressly
exonerate the Government?

THaE MINISTER OF MINES: I said
the bon. member did not blame the
G overnument.

Mn. VospEn.: But you went on to say
that I did do so.

THE: MINISTER OF MINES: The
hen, member introduced. his motion in a
very nice way indeed, but he does things
onle way in the House, and when he gets
out of the House he has another way of
putting things. I hope the hon. member
will excuse me for being candid in this
matter.

MR. VospuaR: I will be candid. too, pre-
Isently.

Tan MINILSTER OF MINES: The
hon. member has several ways of putting
things, and I say that the hion. memtber
introduced his motion in a very nice way
this evening. At the same time I do not
think the House desires a motion of this
sort. We all hope that the alluvial ques-
hion will soon be settled; we have had
enough of it in this countr 'y; it has caused
a lot of trouble anjd a lot of mnisery, un-
necessary trouble and inconvenience; and
I think that as 'we have had the question
decided by the Supreme Court, the miners
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ought to abide by the decision of the
Supreme Court, and I hope they will do
so: that is all I ask. Of course if they
do not abide by the decision of the
Supreme Court and they trespass on
leases, then it will be the duty, I suppose,
of the lessees to take proceedings against
those people: that is all that can be done.
It is not for the Government to rush in
and attack those people: the hon. mem-
ber should not imagine the Government
have any, intention of that sort; but it is
necessary for the protection of property
that the Government should always be
ready to step in and help the individual
to keep peace and order, and see that the
law is obeyed. That is all the Govern-
ment are desirous of doing; that is all
the Government attempt to do. The
Government never attempted to go in
and decide this question themselves: they
have left it for the Supreme Court to
decide, and now they expect the people
on the goldfields to ab6ide by the decision
of the Supreme Court. ft remains for
the company to proceed in the ordinary
way, and they, can proceed for trespass,
and I suppose for larceny if they like.
But it is the ditty of th Government
always to be ready to keep peace, which
is aft the Governmient desire to do, and
the people of the country expect the
Government to do that. Those are my
Views in regard to the matter, and I
cannot see what on earth we want any
more cases brought before the Supreme
Court for. I am sure every hon. member
in the House who knows anything about
the goldfields will agree with me that all
the possible cases that can arise as to
trespass on leases have been decided by
the Supreme Court of the colony. Any-
one who has taken an interest in this
matter and followed it will agree with me
that every possible case has already been
interpreted by the Supreme Court; there-
fore I see no reason why hon. members
should agree to the motion when it says
" that as the present alluvial trouble arises
entirely out of a question of disputed
title, over which the Supreme Court alone
has jurisdiction, this House is of opinion
that the Government should refrain from
all further interference in the dispute."
The Government do not want to interfere
in the dispute. The Government have
never interfered except to make peace as
far as we could. In order to keep peace

it is sometimes necessary to go to war;
the Government have no desire to do
anything of that sort. If people begin
to fight and heat each other about the
head over this matter, it will be the duty
of the Government, and the House
expects the Government, to protect the
people. I do not think the House for one
moment desires that the motion should
be carried, and I trust that the matter
having been discussed, the bon. member
will withdraw the motion.

MR. WALLACE (Yalgoo) : I really
do not k-now what the intention of the
mover of the motion is in regard to the
motion, but I must say I am opposed to
it. It will be remembered that last year
a motion similiar to this was brought for-
ward byv the same hon. member with
reference to the release of certain persons
from Fremantle gaol.

MR. VospEn: I only asked for an
inquiry then.

MR. WALLACE: On that occasion
I expressed my intention to vote against
the motion on the ground that the men
were not committed to prison for any
other offence than for disobeying the
order of the Warden's Court; and in this
case we have a statement by the hion.
member for North-East Cool gard ie that
it has been demonstrated "that the
present alluvial trouble at Kalgoorlie
aisies entirely nut of a question of dis-
puted title." To me it has never been
demonstrated yet that there has been
more than oae party having a title to this
property; therefore as to that part of the
motion I must disagree. Then the hion.
member goes on to say " over which the
Supreme Court alone has jurisdiction."
I take it that when this House frames a
law, and the Government appoint war-
dens on the various goldfields to ad-
minister that law, if that law is found
unsuitable to the people who have to
work under it and administer it, it is
for hon. members to come to the
House and ask to have that law amended.
If the member for North-East Coolgardie
had given notice of his intention to
amend the Goldfields Act, the hion. niem-
ber would have had the support of the
House, because I think members are
anxious to have this trouble settled. We
cannot make laws one session and agree
not to enforce them the next. This
motion places members from the gold-
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fields in an awkward position, and it is
on account of my intention to oppose the
motion that I desire to make myself as
clear as possible, especially to the mem-
ber for North-East Coolgardie. The
question of title has, to my mind, been
settled by a recent decision of the
Supreme Court. Recognising the decision
of the Supreme Court to be the decision
of the highest tribunal in this colony, I
for one have no hesitation in following
that decision. I have no doubt many
members will disagree with the decision
of the Supreme Court, and those hon.
members will be pardoned by others
holding different views. When a motion
is brought before the House byJ a gold-
fields member, be naturally hopes to
obtain tim support of all other goldfields
members, and if. other goldfields members
do not support him they are placed in a
dangerous position as far as their con-
nection with the goldfields is concerned.
I think the House thoroughly understands

iny reason for disagreeing with the
motion. As to the Government refraining
"front all further interference in the
dispute pending its settlement by process
of law," I really do not kniow that the
Government have interfered veryv far at.
all yet, and I mayv openly tell the House
that I regret the Government have shown
themselves to be almost a, spineless Gov-
ernment. Some years ago a demand was
made by the miners of Kalgoorlie, which
was the outcome of the discontinuance of
the dual title. Now we have in this
motion a desire to reintroduce the dual
title, and I sincerely hope, as a gold-
mining member, and one who is inter-
ested in the welfare of the colony,
that this House will not reintroduce the
dual title. The Minister of Mines Just
now mentioned that great care would be
taken that no land would be leased if it
was supposed, as far as science guides us,
to contain alluvial gold. In leasing this
land, the Minister or his agent would be
satisfied the land was not alluvial.

]SI. VOSpER: The land is alluvial.
MR. WALLACE: If the alluvial men

-can Show this land has been wrongly
leased, then they have their redress other
than by this motion.

AIR. VosPER: That is the question to
be settled.

MR. WALLACE : I take it the ques-
tion is settled, ais far as members of this

House are concerned ; and if the law is
not right, let us try to bring about some
remedy.

THE MINISTER OF MINES: The law is
clear enough.

MR. WALLACE: Let some motion bie
introduced to facilitate the working of
the mining law in regard to alluvial.

MR. VosPrn: You try it.
THE MINISTER OF MINES: You (Mr.

Wallace) are the " all-wise" see what
you can do.

MR. WALLACE: I do not know why
the Minister of Mines should have referred
to the member for North-East Coolgardie
as one who expresses one opinion in this
House and takes other tactics outside
the House. That is a, course I do not
understand. [THE PREMIER: Hear,
hear.] This is a case that will receive
due publicity in all the goldfields news-
papers, and every member who dares
to oppose this motion in this House
will have his name branded in large

Itype. I have no fear as to large type being
used to brand my) name. In justification
of the action taken by, the alluvial miners,
I believe some professional men of this
city have advised them to take the course
they have taken; but whether that is so
or not, this motion is not the course to
adopt for obtaining a settlement of the
question. I hope I have made hon.
members, who are in favour of this
motion, clearly understand my reasons
for opposing it, and I will always oppose
any motion which tries to establish the
flouting of the laws framed by Parlia-
ment.

MR. OATS (Yilgarn): I must have
something to say on this subject, for
several reasons. I attended the deputa-
tion of alluvial diggers a few dlays ago,
and I was pleased to hear the Premier
promise to do his best to mediate in the
question between the alluvial digger and
the lessee. While I contend that the
lessee, after having a lease granted, is
entitled to all the gold within the pegs,
as I say most emphatically, and I never
was a believer in the dual title at all, yet
there are prior rights to that, and I
want to go back in the history of Western
Australia, or of any other country, to show
those prior rights. The gold that can be ob-

*tamned by the ten fingers of a British white
man, or any other white man, is his birth-
*right-I do not hesitate to say that; and
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the fault I have to find with the Govern-
ment is that they have not given proper
means for the alluvial miner to first
obtain the alluvrial gold. I say a lease
should never be granted if there is a
probability of alliivial gold being found on
it. I was pleased to hear the Minister of
Mines say, just now, that he would not
countenance the granting of a lease if
there was a probability of alluvial gold
being found there. Just let the Govern-
ment take steps to see if there is
alluvial gold on that lease. The gold
that has been found in Western Aus-
tralia is found by the individual and
not by the Government. The Govern-
mnent never found an ounce of gold,
and the gold has been found by the
despised alluvial digger.

THE PREMIER: Who despises him ?
MR. OATS: He is despised, to a

certain extent. The alluvial digger is
the backbone of the country for finding
gold, and he should be supported up to
the hilt. No lease should be granted
unless a proper means is first taken to
prove the existence of alluvial gold; and
no better means can be taken than by
using the hand-bore and piercing the
alluvial to prove whether gold is there.

THE MINISTER OF MINES: If the lion.
member applies for a lease, I shall tell
him to put a bore down first and test for
alluvial.

MR. OATS: No; I shaill ask the
Government to do that. We do not want
to fight. The question should be amic-
ably and righteously settled. Tn 1895
the law of dual title was a bad one,
though passed with a good intention by
members of this House. Let its now
pacify the friction that is going oil. I
am pleased to leave the matter in the
hands of the Premier and the Govern-
ment to pacify these people. I was
manager of that particular mine where
the alluvial is in question; and, as I said
the other day, it is the fault of the man-
ag-ement there that this trouble has arisen.
It is not a question for the Government
to deal with: a common-sense manager
would have settled the matter there and
then. We do not mine for alluvial gold:
we mine for reef gold ; and if a little bit
of alluvial came in, it would be a bit of
diplomnacy for the manager to deal with
that. I say the Ministerof Mines should
not grant a lease unless he is sure there

is no alluvial gold there worth workiug.
I want to see this great country go on
prosperously with its mining develop-
inent-205,000 ounces of gold raised last
month, and I want to see that maintained,
and I do not see why it should not be
dlone. There is plenty of alluvial gold in
Western Australia, and I want the
Government to spend a few thousands
of pounds in trying to prove the exist-
ence of alluvial, so that the alluvial digger
may go on picking out the alluvial gold
and be the pioneer for the discovery of
reefs.

MR. RASON (South Murchison): The
time has arrived for plain speaking, and
whatever may be the consequence to my-
self. I intend to speak as plainfly as I can
on this subject. I intend to oppose the
motion, for 1 cannot see what good can
be gained by it. It may be dulness on

Imy part, but I cannot see'what the hion.
member who moved the motion aims at.
The motion requests the Government not
to interfere iii the dispute, pending its
settlement by process of law, and then
only for the purpose of enforcing the
maindates of Her Majesty's Judges. I
should like to ask, what inter-ference on
the part of the Government has taken
place hitherto, except to enforce the man-
dates of a court of justice, and except to
prevent a breach of the peace? There
is no interference as between parties
as to who is entitled, if there is a
dispute as to title. The Government have
not interfered one way or the other. The
only way in which the Government have
interfered, and it has been a very generous
procedure on their part, is thiat they have

Igone so far as to offer to payv all expenses
of any test case the alluvial men like to
submit to the Supreme Court. Could any-
thing be more fair than that-that the
men shall themselves select a test case, and
send it to the Supreme Court, and the
Government will bear the expensesP Does
that look like undue interference? Could
anything be more fair on the part of any
Government? Every' goldfields member
is agreed that the dual title is ani absolute
impossibility; but it is urged that the
alluvial miner is entitled to the alluvial
gold. Certainly, I think so too; and mly
lpast histor-v as a politician will prove
that my sympathies are entirely with the
alluvial miner, so long as he is in the
right; but the alluvial miner is suffi-
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ciently protected under the existing law.
Every application for a lease has to be
heard in open court, and the alluvial miner,
by himself or by his many associates,
can object to the granting of the lease on
the ground that he has reason to believe
alluvial gold exists on the land. That
olbjection would be fatal to the granting
of a lease. So long as an objection was
lodged against an application for a lease,
the objection being that alluvial was be-
lieved to exist them, neither the present
nor any future Minister of Mines would
grant a lease for that ground. I appeal
to the member for Niorth-East Coolgardie
to say whether this is a fact. The hon.
memnber asked the House to urge on the
Government not to interfere, pending the
settlement of a test case by the Supreme
Court. But is it not a fact that the
persons whom the bon. member repre-
sents to-night have definitely stated that
if the issue in the Supreme Court is
adverse to them, they will not abide by
it pF

MR. VospEB: I have not heard of that.
MR. RASON: It has been stated by

an accredited representative of the alluvial
iners, that if the Supreme Court is

adverse to the alluvial miners, nothing will
prevent them from entering again on that
.ground. That is a fact. I ask the lion.
member and appeal to him, if that is the
fact.

Ma. Vospni: It is not the fact, within
iv knowledge..

MR. RASON: Perhaps the lion. nenL-
her will accept my assurance, if only for
the purpose of argument; and if it is a
fact, as I have stated, is not that sufficient
to at once alienate any sympathy that
any lion, member of this House may have
for the alluvial miner? The laws of the
colony, be they good or be they bad, must
be upheld. If they are bad, let them be
altered in a constitutional way; but
whether they are bad or good, such as
they are they must be abided by and
maintained. I see no good to arise from
this motion. On the contrary, I can see
a possibility of a great deal of harm. I
honestly believe that if the motion were
carried, the bon. member himself would
regrret it, because I have a high opinion
of the motives of the bon. member, and I
believe he is actuated by a desire to do
that which is good. I also believe that if
his motion were carried, it would have

precisely the contrary effect to that which
he desires. I intend to oppose it.

MR. MORGANS (Coolgardie): I also
believe the intention of the mover of
the motion is a good one; that his
desire is undoubtedly to prevent any
further difficulties between the alluvial
miners and the authorities on the gold-
fields, and that is a very laudable

Iobject. But there cannot be any doubt
'that if this motion were carried, it would
mean the suspension of the whole of the
machinery of law on the goldfields; and
that seems an impossibility. To attempt
anything of that kind would render
impossible the administration of justice
in all its forms on the goldfields. If this
House, by passing a resolution, were
to sanction such interference with the
machinery of the law to-day, I do not
know whbere that would lead to; and I
do not know that the House has the
power to interfere in the way the hon.
member desires. I do not think this
House has the power to derogate laws
in existence, without going through the
proper formalities to derogate them. In
any case, it would be a serious course for
this House to attempt to interfere with
the law in any of its forms, either on the
goldfields or in any other part of the colony.
I listened to what the miember for
Yilgarn (Mr. Oats) said, and I do not
think it was necessary for him to indi-
cate that anyone had any unkind feelings
towards the alluvial in~er. I do not
know that it has ever been shown by any
member of this House, and, as far as I
know, on the goldfields the majority of
the leaseholders have no objection or
ill-feeling towards the alluvial miners.
During my experience on the goldfields,
and I think my experience is at least as
extensive as that of the hon. member, I
have never heard any expression of objec-
tion to alluvial miners in any way, nor
have I beard any leaseholders on the gold-
fields raise the issue as to whether the
alluvial miner had rights over alluvial gold.
I assert that I have never seen or beard
any objection raised by the leaseholders
against the alluvial miners, nor any
desire on their part to interfere with the
alluvial miners' rights. I think I have
had as much experience in this matter as
the hon. member.

MR. OATS: You have not been heme
twelve years.
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MR. MORGANS: No; and you have
not been on the goldfields twelve years,
either.

MR. OATS: I beg your pardon.
MR. MORGANS: I beg yours.
MR. OATS: I came here in 1887.
MR. MORGANS: You were not on

the Coolgardie goldfields in 1887.
MR. OATS: I was there long before you

were.
MR. MORGANS: That may be so,

but you have not been on those goldfields
as much as I have. I still maintain that
my knowledge of the fields is quite as
extensive as the knowledge of the lion.
member. I know that applications for
leases recently made at Kalgoorlie have
been refused, and very properly so,
because that is what the law as it stands
provides for, that no application for a
lease shall be considered nor shall any
lease be granted for ground where it
can be shown, or where it is even sup-
posed, that alluvial exists. I do not
thin], the Minister of Mines would have
the temerity to grant a lease of any
place where alluvial wvas supposed to exist.
I know these cases, and I know cases that
have happened within the last few weeks,
where no objections have been raised to
the granting of leases, and where the
Minister of Mines has yet refused the
applications, knowing as hie does that
those applications were made in respect
of a section of the country where alluvial
is known to exist. He knows that it has
not been properly determined whether
alluvial exists or not on that ground, and
he has therefore very rightly refused
those applications. The law as it stands
to-day, if I rightly comprehend it, is that
no lease can be granted of any ground if
any objection be raised; and that seems
to me to give the alluvial miner as much
protection as he desires.

MR. Vospnx: Supposing the warden
refused to allow the objection, would the
lease be granted?

MR. MORG-ANS: No; I think not. I
know that the warden has recommended
leases to be granted and they have not
been granted.

MR. VosErnn: That is the policy of the
Minister.

MR. MORGANS: In Kanowna, which
is represented by the hon. member (Mr.
Vosper), the Minister has ref used appli-
cations.

MR. OATS: Quite right, too ; for there
is alluvial there.

MR. MORGANS: That is just what I
say. I am glad to be in accord with the
lhon, member. With regard to this depu-
tation which came down to Perth, we all
read the result of the interview with the
Premier; and one of the gentlemen com-
posing that deputation, Mr. Dwyer, I
think by name, took a considerablei part
in discussing the various subjects which
camne before the Premier during the
interview; and when Mr. flwyer got
back to Kalgoorlie, a public meeting was
called for the purpose of hearing from
the lips of the alluvial representatives,
Mr. Burke, Mr. McCarthy, and Mr. Dwyer,
the result of the interview with the
Premier; and I have in my hand a
report of the speech made by Mr. Dwyer,
who spoke at length. He said:

The men had shown that they had been
reasonable throughout the dispute, but the
companies had stuck out for their" pound of
flesh." The diggers, however, would take care
that they did not get it. It had Inow been
resolved to wait patiently for a few more days,
because Mr. Vesper intended to bring a
motion before the House on Wednesday deal-
ing wvith the dispute, And the Association had
decided not to take any stops until that had
been disposed of. This was in effect that, as
the trouble had arisen over what was a
disputed title, the Government should not
interfere in any way until a decision had been
given by the Supreme Court.

Now, this is the astonishing part of that
speech. He goes on to say -

If the result of this was not Satisfactory,
then nothing would prevent them fromn
resuming work.

MR. OLDHAMH: Where was that?
MR. MORGANS: At Kalgoorlie on

Saturday last. This was the report in
the Morning Herald of Monday, October
30th.

MR. OLUHAM: I was there. I heard
the speech, and he did not say that.

MR. A. FoRREST: The pressmen were
there-special reporters.

MR. MORGANfS: I shall be only too
glad if Mr. Dwyer repudiates those
words, but it does seem strange that the
West Australian and the Morning Herald
have both reported him in language pre-
cisely similar. It seems strange that
both reporters should make a false report
in these papers.

Ain. A. FoRREsT: They could not do so.
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MR. 'VosPua: There in nothing that
a reporter cannot do.

MR. A. FoRRunsr: Not a Mforning
Herald reporter.

MR. 'MORGANS:- I am reading the
report in the Morning Herald, and the
same report in almost the exact words is
in the West Australian; T mean the words
are the same as regards this statement;
and the mnembher for West Kimuberley
(Mr. A. Forrest) tells me the same words
are reported by the Kalgoorlie Miner. It
would be very. strange indeed if all these
reporters had made this mistake, and I
take it for granted that those words were
spoken.

Ma. Vosrua:- The member for North
Perth (Mr. Oldhani) was there, and lie
says the words were not uttered.

Mut. MORGANS: I do not know
whether the hon. memb er was then in a
position to hear every thing that was said ;
at any rate the reporters were in that
position, and they have reported, what
was stated. I have no doubt about that
at all. Mr. Dwyer goes on to say':
If the result of tis was not satisfactory, then
nothing would prevent them from resuming
work. He believed that all were prepared to
go on. it might be unwise to go to extremes,
but lie could not prevent the men from doing
so.

MR. OLDUADI: Quite right; he said
that.

MR. MORGANS (continuing to read):
If the men were provoked to a, certain pitch ,he and the other delegates should not be
regarded as responsible. They had shown that
they were law-abiding and reasonable, anid it
was the companies which were unreasonable;
and as long as the men pulled together, no
Government and no pettifogging lawyers or
representatives of comipaniesi could interfere
'with them. They wanted only what was
legitimately theirs, and he for one would
accept the consequences of whatever action he
might take, no matter whether those conse-
quences would. be to face the rifles of the
expensive regiment which the Glovernment
could not afford to keep in Kalgoorlie, or to
lead him to Freumantle.
These were the reported words of one of
the members of the deputation which
eaans to Perth to settle the difference
between the alluvial miners and the lease-
holders. I have no doubt these words
were uttered by this gentleman, and I say
that in the face of such a statement by
one of the leaders of these men, and
looking at the fact that he was a. member
of the deputation which discussed this

question with the Premier, if this is the
feeling of the alluvial miners on this ques-
tion, if it is their intention, after hearing
the mandate of the Supreme Court pro-
vided it be adverse to their interests and
their views, to continue to break the law,
then it will not suit the interests of this
House or of the country that this Parlia-
ment should take any steps for the pm-pose
of lending protection to men of that sort.
The duty of this House will be to enforce
the law, and whatever the consequences
may be, it will. be the duty of this
Government to see that the law of the
colony is respected, whether by the allu-
vial miners or hr anky other men; and I
for one, although I have the greatest
sympathy for the alluvial mniner, and
would do anvthing I could to assist bin,
and have alw~ays shown in this House my
desire to protect his rights, I say on
this occasion that, providing the alluvial
men carry out the threats they make as
reported in this speech, the paramount
duty of the Government is to see that the
law of this colony is respected and
obeyed. It does not matter what the
consequences may be, it is a duty placed
upon the Govern ient; and if the Govern-
ment do not carry out this duty without
flUnchinug, then they will lose the respect
of every respectable and reasonable man
in this colony.

MR. CONOLLjY (Dundas): As this is
undoubtedly a q uestion bearing directly
upon the present crisis on the goldfields,
and as other goldfields representatives
have availed themselves of this oppor-
tunity of expressing their opinions, I
should like to say a few words. What-
ever may be the motive of the hon.
member who hasp introduced the motion,
I must say I regret that be has taken
such a step on this occasion. I presumed
the recent ruling of the Supreme Couart
on questions bearing directly on this
subject would, even had he intended to
have taken this step, have deterred him
from doing so. I have no doubt that
the hion. member's object and his inten-
tions are most praiseworthy ; but at the
same time 1 cannot see, in the light of
the very dangerous Crisis which ocu rred
on the goldfields last year through the
existence of a dual title, and in face of
the recent decision of the Supreme Court,
how any hon. member representing a
goldfields constituency, and desiring to
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see the laws respecting that industry
maintained, can possibly support this
motion. My attitude will be perfectly
clear, and so fax as Press criticism mayv
go, I am perfectly prepared to face such
criticism. I may say that a few dlays ago
it was my good fortune to discuss this
question with an accredited representative
of the alluvial diggers, who had come to
Perth, I believe, to interview the Premier.
I allude to Mr. McCarthy, a gentleman
with whom I -was personally acquainted
in my early goldields experiences, and I
asked him, "If the case at present before
the Supreme Court is decided against you,
what will be the attitude of the alluvial
digger? Will he maintain order, and
will he obey the verdict of the Supreme
Court in the same manner as he called
upon the leaseholder to do only a short
twelve months ag~o, when the decision
was given against the leaseholders ?"
And that representative of the alluvial
diggers inforned nie on that occasion
that the alluvial diggers were prepared to
abide by the rulings of the Supreme
Court, and that they had no intention or
desire to) break or in any way violate
the laws of this country. LAir. 'VosPEr:
Hlear, hear.] That was the statement
made to me, and my reply was that if
such was the case, and if the alluvia
diggers were prepared to act in this
manner, they would receive my sup-
port; and I say so at the present
moment. I also told this gentleman that
he would have to excuse and to compre-
hend my motive for asking this question,
because up to the present moment, so far
as I had been able to discover from the
'attitude of the alluvial diggers, it seemed
to me that they wer-e not so anxious to
maintain and adhere to the laws of the
country as to attain their own ends.
Those were the words I used on that
occasion. Still I accepted that gentle-
man's assurance, and I stand here Lhis
eveing to say that if the alluvial diggers
adhere to and respect the rulings of our
Courts and the laws of the country, they
need have no fear either in this Assembly
or out of it of finding plenty of people
ready to take up their case, and to see
that they get their rights. To me the
question at issue, if I may be permitted
to refer to it for a moment, is very largely
based on the date of the principal Act
under which the leases in dispute were

granted - whether those leases were
granted under the Act which admitted

Ithe alluvial digger, or under the Act
by 'which the entry of the alluvial digger
is prohibited. I went so far as to bring
the two or three gentlemen with whom I
was then speaking to the Mines Depart-
went, to ascertain under which Act those
leases were granted; and although the re-
cords of the department are exceedingly
well kept, it took some little time to
ascertain under which Act the leases had
been taken out. But it seemed to me that
they had been granted and came under the
jurisdiction of the Act which prohibited
the encroachment of the alluvial digger
on the lenses, and I then turned to my
friend and said, " If this be so, I cannot
see how von- contention can stand."
This evening the question has been raised
as to what should be done with these
leases, which at the present moment are
the basis of this dispute on the fields.
well, in my opinion there is only one
thing to be done with them-to leave
them. If those leases have been granted
under at certain Act, I cannot see h ow they
can be taken away. v This I do ktnow,
look~ing at it from aL fair and equitable
standpoint, that only a short tine ago
it was a question on the goldfields of can-

Iceiling some of the righits which had been
Dg"ranted to the alluvial digger under his
miner's right; and that suggestion was
rightly and warmly opposed by the alluvial
digger. To my mind it would not have
been right to have cancelled any of the
rights and privileges which accrue to the
holder of a miner's right, and just
exactly in the same way it appears to me
that this is a parallel case as regards the
leaseholder.

MR. Vospsn : They did cancel some of
the alluvial miner's privileges.

MR. CON OLLaY: I think the question
at that time at issue was ultimately
settled When leases have once been
granted, allowing th ey were granted under
an Act afterwards proved to be unde-
sirable and which may not bie satisfac-
tory to many of the alluvial miners, I
cannot see how any legal or equitable
course can be adopted to deprive lease-
holders, proprietors, or capitalists of their
property. I certainly hope the words
that have just been quoted by the member
for COolgardie (M1r Morgans) as having
fallen from one of the alluvial leaders on
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the fields, will. not be followed up by any
action on the part of diggers, but that
the alluvial men will adhere in every re-
spect to the laws and rulings of the
country and the Supreme Court. If the
men desire to have an alteration of the
law, or if they consider they have a fair
and legitimate grievance, they will I hope
adopt a fair and legitimate manner of
adjusting the grievance. So long asthey
adopt these principles, I can assure them,
as a, member of the Assembly and a
representative of the goldfields, I shall
assist them in every possible manner.

MR. TJEAKE (Albany): If the member
for North-East Coolgardie (Mir Vosper)
really wishes by this motion to affirmn
that the House is of opinion that any dis-
pute as to title between the leaseholder
and the mniner shall be decided by the
Supreme Coui-t, I do not suppose any-
body will object: I rather fancy that
is the hon. member's wish; but the
motion as worded certainly g~oes some-
what further, because it affirms that
the dispute wbich has arisen is en-
tirely a question of disputed title over
which the Supreme Court alone has juris-
diction. I do not think that is a proper
conception of the position; but I take it
the hon. member's idea is not so much to
have a mnotion carried on this question,
as to discuss the situation. Difficult the
question is, I know, and it is full, too, of
enormous possibilities. No bon. member
can approach the subject without a
considerable feeling of responsibility, and
I know it has troubled me very consider-
ably. I have been asked on several
occasions to say what would I do wider
the circumstances, and I confess I do not
quite know; but the responsibility is one
for the Government, and not for Parlia-
mnent, because a dispute of this kind can
not be settled in Parliament. It is all
very well for hon. members to rise in
their places here, when they are at a very
great distance from the seat of trouble,
and tell us the law mnust be maintained,
and express regret that the miners do not
obey the law. Everybody agrees that the
law must be maintained; but that is not
the question. The question is how is the
law to be maintained; and it is for the
Administration to say. We unfortunately
have not been favoured with an expression
of opinion as to what is going to be done.
There is serious trouble on that goldfield

with these alluvial men. I was there
myself two or three weeks ago, and had
an opportunity of moving about the district
and I was astonished to see that, while
e'verything was apparently quiet, there
was evidenitly an air of resolve and
determination about a certain section of
the comm unity, and moreover there was
a real and marked degree of sympathy
expressed all round. There is a dispute
between the leaseholders and the alluvial
miners, and two or three weeks ago
there was immninent danger of bloodshed
and murder on that field. We cannot
afford to treat such a situation lightly.
[MR. VospEnR: Hear, hear.] These
smouldering fires cannot be extinguished
'by either Ministerial or parliamentary
platitudes. Something must be done;
and it is curious to note that up to the
present moment the leaseholder has done
nothing towards the settlement of the
disputes. It is a great pity there is not
some show of a spirit of compromise on
the part of the big companies and the
leaseholders. They attempt to Utow

the whole responsibility on the Govern-
ment, and in indulging in these platitudes
of which I complain, they contended that
it is the duty of the Government to
maintain the law. They do not say so, but
we know perfectly wefl they mean that
the Government must shoot people if
such and such a thing is done, or omitted
to be dlone. Can we in this House adop t
any policy which will lead to such a
painful result as that? It is a spirit
of compromise which must prompt us in
this matter, and no attempt should be
made to enforce all our remedies at the
point of the sword. We have been told of -
threats that if the men are interfered
with there will be shooting. Could any-
thing be more terrible than that ? We
know per feetl 'y well there are men on
the goldifields who are doing their best to
temporise; on the other hand, there are
men who are trying to fan the flames and
make matters worse. I should like to
see, if possible, representatives taken from
both sections of disputants, and a Min-
ister go on the spot and attempt to form
sonie sort of board of conciliation or
arbitration, so that we may have the
miatter threshed out, and know exactly
where we stand. Then perhaps some-
thing might be done; but, let us suppose
the situ ation is as some bon. memnbers
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have declared it to be, namely, that the
alluvial men will not go off this property
unless they are forced. There are thou-
sands of these men, and with the police
force on the fields, it is impossible.
humanly speaking, from a physical point
of view, to remove three or four thousand
men by the police.

MR. A. FORREST: That is a nice state-
inent to make in the House!

MR. IJEAKE: I think I have said
nothing to warrant that interjection,
because I had no intention of doing so,
and I hope the member for West Kim-
berley (Mr. A. Forrest) will say what he
complains of.

MR. A. FORREST: The hon. member
says the men cannot be removed.

Mu. LEAKE: I say it is impossible
to remove them.

MR. A. FORREST: They defy the law,
then ?

MR. LEAKE : Not at all; that is not
what I am saying. I told hon. members
we are face to face with a difficulty, and
I say the Government cannot, with the
body of police in Kalgoorlie, remove the
thousands of men who are engaged in
this dispute.

THE PREMIER: There arc not thous-
ands.

MR. LEAKE: There are thousands
behind those men.

THE PREnMR No, no.
MR. LEAKE: I am speaking of what

I have been told; but if hon. members
and members of the Government belittle
the situation, I say to the Ministry at
once, "Go and do your duty: if your
duty can be done without trouble, by all
means do it." If the Government can
use the ordinary force at their command,
nobody is attempting to hamper them,
and no difficulties are being thrown in
their way. If the Minister of Mines can
settle this difficulty with a handful of
police, everybody will be delighted. If
the locking up of three or four men will
settle the dispute, by all means lock the
men tip. That is a fair enough thing to
say, but that is just where the trouble
comes in. The Government either can-
not, or dare not, lock the men up.

MR. VOSFER: The Government do not
lock them up.

MR. LEAKE: The Government, at
any rate, do not lock the men up, and
there is a weakness somewhere, but I say

the weakness is not in Parliament. There
was a body of police sent to Kalgoorlie
the other day, I do not know how many,
to enforce what is called the law, but
nothing was done. The police were kept
in barrack all the time, and it was
admitted that they could not do what
was required of them, namely enforce
the warden's warrant.

THE PREMIER: No, no.
MR. LEAKE Ifthe police can enforce

the warden's warrant, why do they not
do so?

THE PREMIE: That is another matter.
Mu. LEAKE: The complaint is that

the law has been broken by not enforcing
the warden's warrant. Here is the
position: there is a civil dispute which
ought to be determined in the Civil Court,
and not in the Orimninal Court.

MR. VOSrEu: By civil process.
MR. LEAXE: Yes, by civil process.

A trespass has been committed, and the
civil law is strong enough to determine
the rights of all parties. Tis is really a
question of damages.

Mn. A. FORREST: One side has no
money.

Mx. LEAKE: Then one side, I sup-
pose, is to have no justice?

MR. A. FORREST: You know what I
mean very well.

MR. L EAKE : Are hon. members going
to view this matter lightly ? Are we to
assist bne another in trying to arrive at a
conclusion or not?

MR. A. FORREST: You are not assist-
ing, anyway.

MR. LEAKE: I am trying to put the
position as clearly as I can. If the
Minister of Mines can make a practical
suggestion, instead of telling us he regrets
the miners do not observe the law, and
that the law must be upheld, we may
have something to discuss.

- THE UMINISTER OF MINES: It is not
my motion.

ME. LEAKE: But it is your duty to
see that the law is upheld as you say the
law ought to be.

THE MINISTER OF MINES: The Gov-
erment will do that.

MR. LEAKE: Why do not the Gov-
ernment do it ?

THE MINISTER OF MINES: The Gov-
ernnment are doing it.

MR. LEAXE: No one is trying to
hamper the Government. I am in favour
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of upholding the law, and wml support
the Government in anything they do in
maintaining law and order. But how is
it going to be dlone ? If it were a question
of enforcing ordinary civil process through
the agency of the sher-iff, there would lie
no trouble; but we are told that if the
law is not enforced, there is going to be
trouble, and WE have to ]neet that position.
The remedy is a civil one, and not
criminal, and the leaseholder is to be
blamed. Why cannot the leaseholder
settle the dispute with the trespasser?

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL: He has
done that, in getting an injunction against
the alluvial men.

MR. LEAKE: And what is the lease-
holder's next duty ?

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL: The lease-
holder's next duty is very obvious.

MR. LEAKE: I will follow this up
and see whether I understand the situa-
tion. The leaseholder has got an inj.un-
tion against the alluvial man, and an
order has been made. The disobedience
of the order by the alluvial miner has
been brought before the warden, who has
power either to flue up to £10, or to iin-
prison for a month for disobedience; and
I believe the warden has made an order
for imprisonment. Then the matter is in
the hands of the Admninistration, is, it
not? What has been done?

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL: They have
been impr-isoned.

MR. IiEAKE: Then I presume there
is no trouble, -and we are beating the air
over this.

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL: Of course
you are.

MR. IjEAKE: I am heartily glad to
hear that. If the Government Will say,
"We are not going to take steps to
enforce the warden's orders," we shall
know where we are; and I believe if the
Government nay that, there will be no
trouble.

MR. VosPnR: That is my motion.
MR. ILLINOWORTE: They Will obey

the law, if treated properly.
MR. TiEAKE: If the Attorney General

is the mouthpiece of the Government,
and he ought to be on a question of this
kind, and lie tells us that the orders of
the warden will not be enforced-

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL: I did not
say anything of the kind.

MR. LEAKE: is it not tbe difficulty
of enforcing these orders that creates the
situation? If the Government are not
going to imprison the men, there will be
no more trouble. That brings us back
to the position which I contend is the
nearest approach to what is right, and
that is to leave the leaseholder to fight it
out with the alluvial muan. Let the lease-
holders exhaust all the remedies, and
even attempt a compromise. But we do
not find a compromise has been at-
tempted. The leaseholders quietly sit
down and say to the Government, " There
is the order: you see it is obeyed." The
case could be met by the warden saying
to the defendant, "I will fine you a
nominal amount." That would force the
leaseholder to protect himself, and there
would be a compromise.

THE -ATTORNEY GENERAL: That would
not be properly enforcing the law.

MR. LEAKE: If it comes strictly to
enforcing the law, there is no doubt what
Will have to be done, and that is that
when the warden makes an order for
arrest, the order must be carr-ied into
effect. But the Government have stated
they will not execute the warden's orders.

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL: They have
said nothing of the kind.

MR. LEAKE: Thiey will suspend them.
THE ATTORNEY GENERAL: No; nor

suspend them either.
MR. TjEAKE: Will they enforce the

warrauts ?
THE ATTORNEY GENERAL: They must.
MR. LEAKE: If they are prepared to

accept the responsibilit y, well and good,
but can they enforce the ordersP

THE PREmiER:; Not if you encourage
them not to.

MRh. LEAXII: I do not think it should
be said I am encouraging them not to.

Mn. EWING: They should be enforced,
even if you (Mr. Leake) do encourage
them.

MR. LEAKE: If the Government are
strong enough.

THE MINISTER OF MINES: The Gov-
ernment are strong enough. They will
try, and can do it too.

MR. LEARE: They have not done it;
and they will not tell us what they will
do. I am only giving a word of warning,
and it is this, that if care be not taken,
there will be great trouble. If the war-
rants can be enforced, enforce them, and
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I believe there will be an end of the diffi-
culty and everybody will be glad; but we
do not Want toD parade policemen to enforce
a civil writ as if we were attempting
to ventilate a crime or enforce the
criminal law. One section of the com-
mnunity still regards this as a, civil dispute,
and another will classify it almost as a.
crime for these men to be permitted
to trespass upon this land. It very
seldom happens that resort is made to
force b -y armed police to enforce the order
of a civil court. Of course we all know
perfectly well that the case is exceptional,
and the greed for gold will make men
reckless. Doubtless, if it were an ordi-
nary civil remedy, there would be not
much difficulty, but there is more than
that. There is a tremendously strong
feeling on this subject, and I think the
leaseholder should either be left to look
after himself or be urged, at any rate,
to compromise with these men. The hon.
member for Coolgardie (Mr. Morgaus)
let fall a remark which seemed to me to
suggest the possibility of such a course,
and it was this:- he said that the alluvial
men had not been interfered with by the
leaseholders. If they had not been inter-
fered with by the leaseholders in times
past, surely they ought to be able to
compromise with them now that the
difficulty has arisen.

MR. MOOA-wS:- I did not say that.
MR. LEAKE: I presume what the

hon. member meant was that no objec-
tion was taken 'by the leaseholders to the
men going on to the surface of their
leases and dry-blowing for gold. So far
the leaseholder has shown that spirit of
compromise which, if it prevailed at the
moment with regard to the deep leads.
might obviate all the difficulty. I believe
that although the deep leads are valuable
they are very soon Worked out, and if it
were possible to get the leaseholder to
let these deep leads be worked on tribute,
I dare say the whole dispute would be
settled in a very short time.

THE MINISTER OF MINES: A lot of
them are let on tribute already; and these
are the very portions that are in dispute.
A part is let to one man, and another
man comes in and jumps it. That is the
worst position of the lot.

MR. LEAKE: That is where I think
the trouble arises, but I think the lease-
holder ought to show a little more apti-

*tude and a desire to have this matter
settled. I sympathise entirely with the
position the Government are in on this
subject, and I assure hon. members that
this is no party question, but a question
of administration. No matter who may
be in power, they may one day or another
have to face the same difficulty, and it is,
not my desire to throw any obstacles in
the way of the Government enforcing or
maintaining the law, Not at all. I am
rel-y glad I have not the responsibility of

*settling this question thrown upon my
shoulders. I realise its enormity and the

1possible consequences. It is no use our
saying in an airy way that this and that
sort of thing must be done, when we
know that perhaps if it can be done it
cannot bie done without the greatest pos-

Isible difficulty; and yet I cannot help
thinking that with the aid of the lease-
holders the dispute can be properly settled,
and I urge th e Administration to use their
best endeavours. to see that this is done.

MR. OIJDB1AM (North Perth): I have
no particular admiration for the alluvial
digger, as I have found him in Hlannan
Street, Kalgoorlie, on Saturday nights ;
but I certainly do object to any person
being misrepresented. I was at the
Boulder last Saturday, and I listened to
the remarks made by Mr. Malachi Dwyer

i at the roll-up in the street that night;
and from what I could gather from the
tone of his utterances, at any rate, he was
desirous of sh owing the diggers that it was
to their interest in every respect to obey
the law. U~pon other occasions I have cer-
tainly heard speeches wade, particularly
in Hannan street, about three weeks ago.
which were of such a nature that if they
had been delivered in aniy other part of
the ]British domtinions those who delivered
them would have found themselves in
gaol on the Monday morning. I can-
not say who made those speeches, but
undoubtedly upon occasions I have heard
upon these golddields the moist seditious
utterances that ever any man could hear
in any British community.

A XMsas: By one of the reefers.
MR. OLflHAM:; On this particular

Saturday night Mr. D.ywer was absolutely
at. pains to persuade the men to obey the
law in every sense of the word. We have
to take this into consideration-and I
hope members at a time like this will
take it into consideration- that in exeit-
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able moments men get up on a, platform
and say things that they really do not
mean. We have to make all allowance
for this kind of thing, anid T can assure
the Rouse, having just come back from
the goldfields, that the population upon
the goldfields axe more than willing
that the laws of the country shall be im-
plicitly obeyed. I say without fear of
denial that there are not 10 per cent, of
the people on the goldfields to-day who
are prepared to defy the law by the force
of arms.

A Mmnbn: Not 1 per cent.
Mu.- OLDHAM - There may be more

than 1 per cent., but I am within the
mark in saying there are not 10 per cent.
We all recognise that this is an awfully
difficult question, and, if the Premier will
permit me, I would like to state my
opinion, which is simply this, that if the
labour conditions on these leases had been
properly performed, we should have had
no trouble on the goldfields.

Ma. YospnR: Hear, hear. Dummying
is the cause of the whole of the trouble.

MR. OLjDHAM:- If the Government
are prepared to compel the leaseholders
to man the leases properly, according to
the conditions, and allow no concentra-
tion of labour, all the alluvial difficult~y
so far as the Kalgoorlie goldfield is con-
cerned will disappear in no time. I want
the Rouse really and distinictly to imder-
stand that. The member for West
Kimberley (Mr. A. Forrest) says you
cannot do it, but I think it can be done.
In my opinion, when a person takes up a
lease under certain conditions, it is the
duty of the Government to see that those
conditions are performed. Why do we
keep policemen in the streets of the city
of Perth ? We keep them there in order
to prevent people from stealing; and it
is just as much the duty of the Govern-
ment, whoever that Government may be,
to see that the conditions are performed,
as it is to see that the law is kept in the
streets of the city of Perth, As I said at
the commencement of the few remarks I
have been making, I have no great admnir-
ation for the diggers I finld in Hannan
Street, Kalgoorlie, on Saturday nights,
having heard the most seditious speeches
made by so-me of the men who are sup-
posed to be the leaders of the alluvial
diggers. I have not the slightest hesita-
tion in saying that if the Government

I would see the labour conditions of these
leases carried out, they would have the
support of 99 per cent. of the people upon
the goldfields. If they would do that,
there would be no trou ble whatever, and
the alluvial difficulty would disappear.

Thx ATTORNEY GENE~RAL~ (Hon.
R. W. Pennlefather):- It is only right that
a few observations should be made on the
remarks of the member for Albany (Mr.
Leake). The lion. member has not done
himself justice in tbe speech which he
delivered to-night. Playing the part of
the candid friend reminds me of an illus-
tration of the cadid friend who goes to a
man who has a barrel of gunpowder beside
him, and on the pretence of picking up
something, dropsa lighted match into it.
The hon. memiber tried to force the posi-
lion on the Government that they have a
large body of police at Kalgoorlie, and
because these police have -not been put in
action in the way he indicated, either the
Government were frlightened to enforce
the decision of the warden or else, to use
his onlanguage, "1they dare not do it."
Is that language calculated to do any

Igood, delivered in this House and know-
Iiug the effect it will have? These re-
marks will be published in the Press, and
they will be published throughout Kal-

i goorlie within 24 hours. What effect
will those remarks have upon the minds
of the mnen there? Here is the key-nose
of the situation. The hon. member says:
1 "We are masters of the situation; we have

the numbers;i the police are only a, hand-
ffu1"; and, as the hon. member says, " we
have only to assert our force and we canl

Icrush the protectors of law anud order, in
I the shape of the police."

I Mu. LEAKE: That is inflammatory, if
you Eike,

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL: The
hion. member's language was most in-
flammtvtory. 1 am sure there is not
a memiber in this House, except per-
haps the bon. member for Albany

ihimself, who does not regret thie tenor
of the speech which the leader of
the Opposition delivered. I mnay tell
the hon. member that as far as the
Government have acted in this matter,
the hion. member who moved this motion
gave credit to the Government for not
doing anything unnecessarily to interfere,
beyond imaintaining law and order. That
being so why should the member for
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Albany go out of his way and challenge
the Government to use the police, or else
"1they dare not use them." This debate
has travelled over a lot of matter that is
foreign to the motion before the House.
The hon. member who moved the motion,
on reflection will see that it is not one
that should be allowed to pass, because it
assumes a statement of facts which is not
correct.

MR. WALLACE: What are your views
on the question of the disputed title ?

Tim ATTORNEY GENERAL: The
Minister of Mines has distinctly stated
that every possible case has already been
adjudicated upon by the Supreme Court;
therefore there can bc no disputed title;
and if there is any doubt about that, then
the Premier ait the conference offered, at
the expense of the Government, to have
any test cae that the alluvial miners
might put forward submitted to the Full
Court. What more could be advanced
with the object of making peace between
the parties than that? That being the
situation, hon. members know that the
Government have the right to expect the
assistance of every one in the House to
prevent any blood being spilled over this
question.

MR. LEAKE: Hear, hear.
THE ATTORNEY GENERAL: The

hon. member who says "hear, hear,' in
his speech has gone the wrong way about
preventing it. The lion. member for
North-East Coolgardie has satisfied him-
self by this time that that portion of the
motion which says that no Court but the
Supreme Court has jurisdiction, must see
that the warden's decision is just the
same: until it is set aside it must be
obeyed. The parties to the dispute have
the right to fight the question out in the
courts, and whoever is unsuccessful must
give in at once. If not, there can be an
appeal to a higher court, but the unsuc-
cessful party must not gather a mob of
people together in the streets and say,
" By our suiperior numbers we do not care
what the law is."

Mt. OLDHLM: The people at Kalgoorlie
do not say that.

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL: Of
course not; and I am glad the hon. mem-
ber says so. Whether it is a decision of
the warden or of the Supreme Court, it is
the duty of the Government to enforce
the law, and the Government would not

be worth 24 hours' tenure of office if they
did not see that the law was enforced.

Mit. EWING (Swan): I may be ex-
cused if I say a few words on this ques-
tion, though I would like to say a great
deal about it; but seeing the lateness of
the hour, and considering that this ses-
sion the time has been taken up in dis-
cussing general matters instead of doing
practical work, no one is justified in
debating a question at greater length
than is necessary. I rise chiefly because
of the remarks made by the member for
Albany (Mr. Leake); and in those re-
marks it seems to me that the lion, mem-
ber sounded a very dangerous note indeed.
He says in effect, " Let the leaseholder look
after himself, let the individual protect
himself, and let those responsible for the
maintenance of law and order do nothing."
That is what the hon. member's speech
comes to.

MR. LEAKE: No, no; that is going too
far.

MR. EWING: The bon. member said
this was an action of trespass, an order
is made and it is a civil process, there-
fore, let the leaseholder do the best hie can
to enforce the order.

MR. LEAxE: I said he had recourse
to his remedies, and let there be a com-
promise before force.

MR. EWING: A certain action has
been heard, and the Court has held in no
unceirtain manner that certain individuals
are the owners of certain property. Other
persons are, without doubt, interfering to
deprive those who are considered to be
the owners of that property, of what is
legally held to be their lawful rights.
The question now arises, are the Govern-
ment justified or not justified in having a
body of police-such a body as at the
tiue and in the emergency are necessary
-at Kalgoorlie, in order to see that the
.rights of individuals are fually protected?
The hon. member for Albany says, let
the leaseholder protect himself, because
it is acivil remedy. I would draw the
hon. member's attention to this fact: the
line between civil and criminal actions,
in certain circumstances, is fine. A man
enters on land which he believes to be
his own, takes what he believes to be his:
it is not a criminal act, but a trespass.
The Court holds that that man is not
entitled to that property, it is the prop-
erty of another person, and holds that
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where the lease is under the 1886 Act it
is the leaseholder's, if under the 1895 Act
it is the leaseholder's. A suggestion has
been made, that the matter has not been
taken to a court of appeal ; but Mr.
Justice Heasnian has held that it is the
leaseholder's property, and the Chief
Justice has held that the effect of the
1895 Act is to prevent the entry of the
alluvial miner on a lease.

MR. Vosnn:: The 1895 Act?
MR. EWING: The effect of the

amendment of the 1896 Act prevents the
entry of the alluvial miner on the lease.
The case I refer to was the case fought
out between my office and the office of
the member for Albany (Mr. Leake)
when he was in London-the case of
Benstead and the Peak Hill Company, in
which the Chief Justice held that the
effect of the Act of 1898 was to prevent
the entry by the alluvial miner upon
leases granted under the Act of 1895.
Mr. Justice Henanian held the same
view. We have three Judges in Western
Australia. If the case goes to an appeal,
we know the opinion of the Chief Justice
and the opinion of Mr. Justice Hensinan,
therefore the majority of the Court of
Appeal must necessarily uphold the
latter's judgment, How then can it now
be said that there is any doubt as to the
effect of the Act of 1898? And here is
where I Say the distinction between a civil
and criminal act arises. Before those
decisions, the meu who took that gold
might reasonably have said, " This is mere
trespass: we believe this property to be
ours." But in the face of the decisions
of the Full Court and of the individual
Judges, considering every set of circum-
stances that can be conisidered in con-
nection with this question, how can these
miners go into any court of law and say,
" We still believe that the gold is ours" ?
There is one tribunal in the comnmunity,
and that is the Supreme Court, which
can decide what is mine and what is the
other man's; and if, after the Supremne
Court has held that a certain prop-
erty is mine, another person takes
it from me, I will ask hion. members
what sort of an action is that ? What is
it that says that the property on the
shelves of a. shop belongs to the owner of
that shop, but the law of the community P
What is it bnt the law of the community
and the Judges of the community that

can determine whether the gold that is
within the four corners of a lease is the
property of the leaseholder? The man
who enters a shop and takes away goods
is guilty of, what ? Is there any split-
ting of termsP He is guilty of a criminal
offence. Then I say, the man who in the
face of those decisions enters upon a
lease, takes that property which has
unquestionably been held to belong to
the leaseholder, is guilty no less than the
mnan who enters a shop and takes goods
off a counter. With regard to certain
remarks made as to the justification of
the action of the Government in having
in Kalgoorlie the forces necessary to
maintain law and order under all condi-
tions, I should like to point out that I
was surprised at the forbearance of the
Premier at the remarks of certain gentle-
men in the deputation which waited upon
him. The Premier was practically told,
" If the result is as we desire, well and
good; but if not, we will take the law
into our own hands."

THE PREMIER: I do not think they
said that.

MR. EWING: One man went very
close to it. But I will leave that
out of the question, and will refer
to the remarks of this Mr. Dwyer, of
whomu the member for North Perth (Mr.
Oldham) spoke in such satisfactory terms.
I am glad to hear that the conversion of
Mr. Dlwyer has taken place, because
when I turn to the remarks that gentle-
man made at the Great Boulder Hotel,
Kalgoorlie, when addressing a meeting, I
find he said:

If the result was not satisfactory, then
nothing would prevent them from resuminig
work. He believed that they were all pre-
pared to go on.

I am glad to find that the conversion of
Mr. Dwyer has taken place.

MR. VospER: That is the same report
over again.

MR. EWING: The lion, member who
spoke previously was talking &f a meeting
held at the Boulder. The meeting to
which I refer, ad where these remarks
were made use of, was at the Great
Boulder Hotel, Kalgoorlie.

MR. MORGANS: That is so.
Ali. EWING: Therefore I am glad to

find that Mr. Dwyer in the course of a
week, perhaps, or in a few days-

A MEMBER: It was on the same day.
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MR. EWING: In the course of a few
hours has seen the error of his ways; and
I trust that those whose opiions be
expressed at that meeting at the Great
Boulder Hotel, Kalgoorlie, will once and
for all realise that it is for the benefit of
the community that the rights of property
should be maintained, whether that prop-
erty belongs to the rich or to the poor.
And I suppose Mr. flwyer has realised
that this is the only safe basis upon
which a community' can stand; there-
fore I ami glad to have the assurance
of the hion. member (Mr. Oldham)
that Mr. Dwyer has been converted,
and I trust that those who are making
inflammatory speeches on the gold-
fields, and those who are aiding anml
abetting them in Perth, and aiinig and
abetting them in this House, will aso see
the error of their ways, and will endenvour
to set an example to, and not to degrae,
those whom they ought to seek to assist.

MR. TLLINGWORTH (Central Mur-
chison): I rise to speak on this subject
with much regret, and with a sense of
considerable responsibility, because I
think every hlon. member who has taken
part in this debate to-night must realise
that this is not a trivial question. I am
conscious that this question is exceedingly
serious and grave, because there may be
circumstances arising outof it which every
lion, member in this House will regret.
The circumstances, as I understand thein
at present, are very regrettable from
various standpoints. At the outset I
would suggest that there are a few men
in the Boulder district who have no
respect for law and order, either in this
or in any other country they may inhabit;
and I am credibly inforned that those
persons are maintained by certain publi-
cans who are aiding them and abetting
them in an effort to defy the law.

MR. MORGAN: Hear, hear. Quite
true!

MR. TLLINGWORTH: I an' credibly
informed also that the men who are
engaged in this dispute, and who are
working on those leases, are working for
wages or money supplied by certain pub-
lieans in that district. If these state-
mniits are correct, and I only make them
upon infornuation received, which I think
to be good information, what do we find
lying behind this question? We simply
find that certain publicans who are

licensed by this country, who hold licenses
under the Crownl, and who are engaged in
a traffic which is controlled by the Crown,
are, for their own personal interests,
using the powers they possess to raise
agitations, to foment disturbances, and to
defy the law of this land. I think this
position, whichever way we look at it, is
grave and serious in itself; but what I
regret above all things is that a large
number of innocent men are being drawn
into the meshes of this dispute, and men
who, when left alone, have every regard
for law and order. I do not think, if we
go to the bottom of this qitestion, that
there are very many people at Kalgoorlie
or 'the Boulder who are disposed to defy
the law.

THE PREMIER: Hear, hear.
MR. ILLINGWORTH: But there are

a few people who defy the law in this
colony, and who do not belong to this
country-when I say that, I mean people
who were not born here-and who have
defied the law in every country in which
they have been.

THn PREMIER: Hear, hear.
MR. ILLINGWORTH: And, unfor-

tunately, we have these people fomenting
the difficulty which has arisen. How has
that difficulty arisenP A good many
references of various kinds have been
made to me on the floor of the House and
elsewhere, in regard to the stand I took
in connection with the question of allow-
ing alluvial men on leases, and I would
just like to quote what I did say, because
some hion. members, at any rate, seem to
have forgotten. I would first like to call
attention to how the difficulty originated
and has been maintained, Hon. members
who know the circumstances at the time,
know there was an inordinate rush on the
part of certain individuals to become
possessed of leases of ground on the
goldfields for the purpose of floating them
in London and elsewhere, and it was the
desire of a good many people that these
leases should be granted. The very first
time I had an opportunity of speaking
f rom my place in the House I opposed
the granting of those leases, because they
were likely to include alluvial ground.
On 27th August, 1894, when speaking
on this question, I made use of these
remarks:

There are a good many points contained in
them (Victorian Regulations) which, when-
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ever a new wining Bill is brought in and dis-
cussed in this House, will afford us valuable
informnation; and some of these points II
should just like to mention in passing. Here,
for instance, it is provided that where a
mining lease is granted, the maximum area is
only five acres.
Then I went on to say:

I may say that leases were unknown on the
goldfields of Victoria for many years af ter the
discovery of the fields. The conditions of
mining, as we have then, here, did not permait
of the granting of a lease as we understand it
in this colony. It was only after a mining
district had been so worked by miners working
with ordinary appliances that the field had toI
be abandoned by the ordinary working miner
-it was only after thin state of things came
to pass that leases were granted at all in
Victoria.
Later, en 12th November, 1894, 1 made
use of this expression :

No lease should he granted on any goldfield
until that field has been properly worked for
alluvial. That was the case in the best
digging times in Victoria, end the practice
worked well.

I was arguing then that no lease should
be granted until the alluvial land bad
been worked out. This idea or practice
is so deeply settled in the minds of work-
ing miners who have miners' rights that
they believe they have almost inherited a
right to search for alluvial gold anywhere
and everywhere. But we have certain
laws in this country; and, whilst I
opposed the passing of those laws, and
attempted to modify them by urging
the right of the alluvial miner to go on
the surface of a certain portion of a lease,
I say that whatever the law is, be the law
bad or good-and Iamn prepared to affirm
that in some respects it is bad-the law
of the country must he obeyed by the
people in the country. We must affirmi
that from this House, and it must go
forth in this debate that so far as the
members of this Assembly are concerned,
we insist on the laws which are made and
properly placed on the statute book being
obeyed by the people in the country until
the laws are properly and legitimately
altered. When we attempted to alter,
and did alter, the law so as to exclude
Section 36, we endeavoured to get certain
rights and privileges for the alluvial men.
Lying behind the difficulty is the fact,
which has already been referred to, that
there has been too much laxity in respect
to the amalgamation of leases anld dealing
with labour covenants. If there had

been more strictness in this respect, many
of the difficulties would have disappeared;
but the difficulty we have to deal with in
this country is that while it would. be anl
injustice almost, on some of our fields, to
refuse amalgamation and certain exemp-
tions, it is a positive wrong to do the same
thing in another district, in such a. rich
district, for instance, as Kalgoorlie or the
Boulder, where there are thousands of
men around who know where to find
gold. It is always to be regretted that
the House did not see its way clear to
establish a mining board, who could have
dealt with each particular district. Pass-
ing from that, I understand only one of
all the Adeline leases of 185 to 150 acres
has been worked.

AIR. MonoAirs: The labour conditions
are being fulfilled.

MEs. ILLINGWORTH: I am aware
of that, but in fulfilling the labour con-
ditions in a district like that, where the
ground is so rich, the mistake is in allow-
ing amalgamation and concentration of
labour ;but that, of course, is according
to the law.

THE PREMI1ER: Whiat has that got to
do with the question ?

MR. ILLINGWORTH: I must ask
the Premier to wait a moment. I have
frequently to listen a long time to him to
find out his meaning, and I must ask him
to take a little time to find out mine.

THE PREMIER: You are so long-
winded.

MRs. ILLIGWORTH: I have listened
to members to-nighit and have not inter-
jected, and I think I am entitled to be
heard, though, if I am not entitled to
speak, I shall resume my seat. I think,
however, I am entitled to be heardi.

THs PREMIER: Hear, hear; we will
listen to you.

ME. ILLiINGWORTH: I fancy the
Premises attack of influenza has made
him more irritable than usual, and he is
generally hard enough to bear. I was
about to observe that this particular
Adeline lease, on which there has been
discovered alluvial gold, has not been
worked in a way which the ordinary
miner thinks it right a lease should be
worked. Of course, we may say at cape
that it is no part of an ordinary miner's
privileges to decide the operation of the
law. We have made certain laws, and
these laws mast be obeyed.
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MRs. MORGANS: Th6 alluvial miner did
not find the gold on this particular lease:
you know that, I suppose?

MR. ILLfl'GWORTH : Ilam informed
both ways, and do Dot know which is
correct.

MRs. MoRGsoms: I tell you as a fact
that the alluvial miner did not discover
the gold on this particular lease.

MRs. WLLINGWORTH: The member
for Coolgardie (Mr. Morgans), with all
mining members and members generally,
must regret that circumstances should
arise under which 180 acres of alluvial
land can be locked up under the con-
ditions of an ordinary mining lease.
Notwithstanding that, however? I think
we must try and impress on the people
of the country that a lease having been
granted according to law, must be main-
tained. I admit the difficulties that
surround the case, but the law must be
obeyed. I come now to the only point
in the motion which I think is of value in
the present discussion. If I understand
aright, the hon. member desires that there
shall not appear on these fields and in this
dispute certain men in a certain manner
of dress, blue or red, which will act
as an irritating cause or circumstance
in the dispute. The sending of a, number
of police into this district in the first
instance was, I think, wholly unneces-
sary, because in my opinion the men
would have obeyed the law, and the very
fact of sending the police raised the
crowd, because the people came together
to see what was going to happen. A
great many of those people were not sym-
pathisers and not law-breakers, but were
merely drawn from curiosity; and we
must not assumne, because there were two
or three thousand people at the place, the
police would have had to cope with two
or three thousand. They would probably
have had to cope with two or three dozen.
While this question is somewhat in dis-
pute in the law courts, it will be very
much better, and will tend to a settle-
ment, if the Government will exercise that
discretion which gives some degree of
limitation to the irritation existing, as
they have done before, for which I com-
mend them. Strictly, according to law,
the police could, on the last occasion,
have seized the ringleaders and have
imprisoned them, and there would have
been a row. The Government would

have been in the right to an extent,
but they would have lacked that judg-
ment which, I am glad to say, they
exercised on the occasion. I understand
the hon. member's motion to be that they
will continue to act in that judicious
way, and that while the questions are
under dispute, they will do nothing
to irr-itate those people who have an

imgiary grievance, because after all
it is only an imaginary grievance.
Whilst it is serious in one way, it is
simply an imaginary grievance when we
come face to face with the law. I am
prepared to stand by the Government as
I was on the last occasion, and previously,
to any extent that is necessary to uphold
law and order in this country. For our
own safety, if for no higher motive, it is
necessary that the laws of the land shall
be obeyed, and we must take the neces-

isexy steps to have those laws obeyed;
i but I want the Government to learn a

little from history. If members will
permit me, I will refer to one case--that
old Etureka trouble. That trouble would
never have occurred if certain men in red
coats had not appeared, and I think the
Attorney General, who knows the facts of
the case, will bear out the statement. It
was the appearance of those people that

Fcaused the irritation which led to the
riot. The Government have nothing to
fear in endeavouring to uphold the law.
They would only have to deal with a few
men, and in nine cases out of ten it is not
the men who talk, but the whisky. If
you got them to tauk themselves without
the whisky, you would have quite a
different speech, and I can easily under-
stand the speech by Air. Dwyer, delivered
from the balcony of the Great Boulder
Hotel, being different from another
speech delivered by the same man when
there was not too much whisky about.
and when he was in a calmer mood.

MRs. WosrEn: Perhaps the reporter
bad some whisky.

MR. ILLINOWORTE: Perhaps so.
As far as the point I have raised is con-
cerned, I think, there is some little value
in the motion, but 1 am bound to say
that in my opinion all the good obtained
from this discussion has been got in
the dliscussion itself, and having heard

ithese expressions of opinion, it would
be very much better and wiser for us
not to pass any motion of any kind
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upon the matter. I would suggest to the
bon. member, as be has bad an oppor-
tunity of placing his own views before
the House and hearing the views of other
members, he may perhaps see his way
clear to withdraw the motion, but that, of
course, is a matter for himself to decide.
I am with him to this extent, that I think
that if the Government will act judiciously
and wisely, and at the same time firmly,
not wavering from the point that the law
must be obeyed at all hazards, there will
be very little trouble, and the people will
obey the law. I think we must reason-
ably expect some small difficulties for a
little while, because the establishment of
this new law, the abolition of Section 36,
has taken away certain rights from cer-
tain individuals, and they feel it keenly,
and will for some little while yet. I
would not like to see the motion carried,
but at the same time I would like the
Government to act wisely and discreetly
in this case, with a. recognition of the
serious nature of the situation. If some
silly man discharged a revolver either
accidently or intentionally, the result
might be serious, and I do not think the
value of a. mine is equal to one human.
life. When I cornpare gold with life, I
value gold at a very low estimate indeed.
I hope and trust that with a, little of the
judgment exercised before, and firne ss
with regard to the obedience of the law,
the difficulty will soon disappear.

MR. VOSPER (in reply): For one
reason I am pleased the member for
Albany (Mr. Tieak-e) took up the position
he did, and the reason is this, that prior
to the delivery of his somewhat remark-
able speech, there seemed to be a desire
on the part of members to treat the
matter as if it were one of jest and
humour. I am glad that speech had the
effect of bringing them to some sense of
the seriousness of the position. I con-
tend that in this alluvial trouble we
are face to face with a very serious
difficulty, and what has occurredl is a
proof that public feeling on the East
Coolgardie goldfields is very seriously
excited. After all, you must remember
that when a man is addressing a public
audience it is not necessarily the whisky
that is speaking instead of himself, even
if there be whisky about, but very often
the opinions expressed are the reflex of
those held by the crowd. Not only does

Ithe speaker exercise an influence on the
audience, but the audience, by some
psychological process, exercises an effect
upon him, and, as I say, very frequently
the utterances of the orator are the reflex
of the feelings of those whom he
addresses. When we see it reported that
so and so made use of language which
was very strong, and perhaps unjustifiably
strong, we may take it for granted that
there is a good deal of excitement, of
which perhaps the speaker is merely
unconsciously 'the exponent. The Minister
of Mines was good enough to twit me on
the difference in my style in this House
and out of it; but I would like to remind
the hon., gentleman that this kind of
thing is not confined to myself. The
style of language used by the Premier in
this House is, I amt glad to say, different
from that used by him at banquets. As
a rule he does not call members of the
Opposition traitors, croakers, and irre-
sponsible agitators, but he does so at
banquets.

THE PREMIER: No.
MR. VOSPER: I know that on one

occasion the Premier went so far as to
proclaim the doctrine of " spoils to the
victors; " possibly the most immoral
statement ever made by a public man.

THE PREMIER: There was colonial
wine there, and we were reported badly.
*Mn. VOSPER: When it suits him,

lie blames the reporters; and also when
it suits him, he says the reporters are
perfectly accurate. He had to repudiate
the rep ort on the ground that there was
colonialwine. I do not drink colonial wine.
It is only fitting and right that members
should not use precisely the same language
in this House as they use outside. In
addressing public meetings members have
to use language of a character which the
people will understand ; they have to use
language which all sections will under-
stand; but in this Assembly members
talk to the highest class of intelligence,
and address themselves accordingly. The
member for South Murchison (Mr. hason)
told us that the miners had declared that,
in the event of the decision of the
Supreme Court being given against them,
they would not abide by it. - I have
never heard them express any such view
as that; the leaders have not said so; and
it has not been asserted in the Press.
The member for Ooolgardie has made
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reference to a speech made by Mr.
D}wyer, but I may say that I do not
believe any person in authority made a
statement of that kind.

MR. MORGANS: Mr. Dwyer is one of
the leaders.

MR. VOSPER: I am speaking of the
remarks made by the member for South
Murchison, and I say that if any man
made such remarks, he was not autborised
by the body of men to make them. The
men on the goldfields can act just as
sensibly as the people on the coast can,
and they would think twice before they
took, up arms against the Government.
The miners think that they have certain
legal rights, and they will try to enforce
those rights. The Minister of Mines
told us just now that the miners had no
legal rights. That has been disposed of
by the decision of Mr. Justice Heusman.
No doubt the Minister of Mines is as
great an authority on law as he is on
mining. Notwithstanding what he says,
the fact remains that there axe some
thousands of men on the goldfields who
refuse to accept the Minister's interpre-
tation of the law, and the interpretation
of the law as placed upon it by his
predecessors. No doubt some lawyers
may uphold the Minister in the view he
gives, and they are paid fees for giving
such advice.

THE MINISTER OF MINES: The men
were told they were in the wrong.

MR. VOSPElt: Until I have a lawyer's
opinion at first hand I do not think that
I shall pay attention to it, and I am
not likely to pay 6s. 8d. for a lawyer's
opinion on this matter. There are a large
number of people on the goldfields who
consider that the law is on their side, and
I am sure the Minister of Mines would
find a great difficulty in dispossessing the
people of that idea.

THE MINISTER OF MINES: The genuine
miner knows all about it.

MRt. VQSPERt: The Minister cannot
distinguish between the genuine miner
and the miner who is not genuine. How
is he going to tell the difference between
the two?

TnE MINISTERt Or MINES: There is
the public-house miner.

MR. VOSPER: My experience of the
goldffields teaches me that the public-
house inuer is the man who goes about
wearing a pair of leggings and carrying

a magnifying glass with him, posing as
an expert; but the moleskin miner has
not the chance of loafing around public-
houses for any time. If he has money
to spend, he comes to town to spend it;
and if he has not, then he has to go and
work to earn a lhelihood.

THE MINISTER OF MINES: But the
miner knows the law.

MR. VOSPER: 1 do not doubt that.
These are genuine miners who are engaged
in this dispute. With regard to the
remarks supposed to be made by Mr.
Dwyer, although the Press is fairly accu-
rate in its reports, the Press is not
infallible, and I may say it does make
blunders occasionally. I have seen
speeches of my own, which have been
said to have been made by me on the
goldfields, which, when I have read them,
have been far from recognition. On one
occasion there was a speech of mine
which was quoted in this House, and
which appeared to be of a very inflamma-
tory character; when that speech was
explained by myself and by members who
heard that speech, it turned out to be a
harmless affair altogether. Therefore, it
may be that Mr. Dwyer has been mis-
reported. I am sure the member for
Coolgardie (Mr. Morgans) has found
himself misreported in the Press at
times, and the Premier has complained
of the same thing; therefore, I think we
may give Mr. Dwyer the benefit of the
doubt-

MEt. MORGANS: But there were repre-
sentatives of different newspapers present
on this occasion.

MR. VOSPEE: It is possible that the
remark was made, but possibly' there was
only one representative of the Press
present, because we know that represen-
tatives of newspapers occasionally inter-
change notes, as a man cannot be in two
places at the same time.

MR. MORGANS: A reporter who was
present at the meeting is in the gallery
to-night.

Mu. VOSPER: In any case it was a
condensed report, and all speeches suffer
by condensation. If a reporter gives a
certain number of words and leaves out
the context, it must make a difference.
No doubt Mr. Dwyer did use these exact
words, but if the whole of the context
were given, the words might have a very
different meaniing; therefore, these re-
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marks should not be used to condemn 1
Mr. flwyer, as the report comes to us at
second-hand. If we had heard the speech
we might have had a very different idea
of the meaning of it. I almost got tried
for my life on one occasion for making a
speech, and only for the intervention of
the grand jury I might have had to
suffer, and it was aUl through misreport-

ing.e Iain entirely with the remarks
made by the member for North Perth
(Mr. Qidha) as to the labour conditions
on leases. A great deal of dissatisfaction
has been created on the goldields by the
neglect of the Government to enforce the
law. As soon as an alluvial digger gets
through a fence, it is the duty of the
Government to enforce the law; no
matter at what risk or what cost, the law
should be enforced. While in times of
peace the leaseholder is supposed to be
carrying out his conditions, there is no
attempt made to enforce the carrying out
of the conditions; and anyone who lays
an information is penalised to the extenat
of £25 before the ease can be brought
on. There is no warden's ranger, and no
one to see that the conditions axe being
carried out, and in many cases leases haveI
been left idle for twelve or eighteen
months at a stretch. In the Broad
Arrow district there are leases that have
not had a person working on them for
twelve months.

MR. MORGeANS: Probably they are no
good.I

MR. VOSPER: But the labour con-
ditions should be enforced, and this
alluvial trouble goes to demonstrate that.
In any case, if a lease is not worth
working, it should be thrown up. People
have no right to hold a lease by means
of false pretences. This land which is
under dispute at the present time was
lying idle for a long period; nothing was
done on it, and no attempt was made to
develop it. Then alluvial gold was found
on it, and men who have been walking
about out of work for some time Saw the
gold there. Is it not to be expected that
these men would use every means in their
power to get the gold on the land which
the company will not work, and which
the company will not allow the alluvial
miners to workP Is it not a hard case
that these men should be forced into idle-
less when, within a short distance of
where they are, there is untold wealth

which they would like to work ? A few
months ago this gold belonged to the
alluvial miners absolutely, but it was
confiscated by the Legislature.

THE PREMIER: A little before that
it did not belong to them.

MR. VOSPER: For three or four years
the alluvial miners remained in peaceful
possession of this gold.

THE PREMIER: No; they did not
exercise the right.

MR. VOSPERt: And itwas confiscated by
means of a retrospective enactment. The
grand object of the Government should be,
and I am glad to say has been, to try to
bring about conciliation between various
parties in the dispute; and the object of
my motion is to assist the Government in
that course, and to continue to do so until
the matter is settled; but as long as the
Government confine themselves to enforc-
ing the law in times of disturbance, and
do not endeavour to enforce the law in
times of peace, as long as there is one
law for the alluvial digger and mnother for
the leaseholder, as long as the alluvial
man has to obey the law at all times,
while the leaseholder can shut up the
land and hold it idle with impunity, so
long will thiere be friction and trouble on
the fields. I think also the Attorney
General, in referring to the remarks of
the member for Albany (Mr. Tiealce), was
guilty of misrepresentation. He perverted
and twisted that hon. member's meaning.
I take it the hon. member desired to call
the attention of the House to the fact
that a very serious crisis existed at the
present time. As I have said, the tend-
ency of the debate piior to that speech
was distinctly frivolous, and the remarks
of that hon. member had the good effect
of bringing it back to more serious mat-
ters. The hon. member pointed out that
the police had been seat to the goldfields,
that they had made a demonstration of
force, in spite of that had done practically
nothing; that warrants had been issued,
and that execution of them had been
suspended, men being allowed to go
about under the process of these 'var-
rants for days and weeks together. I
do not blame the Government for that,
but I say that the hon. member was per-
fectly right in calling attention to the
state of affairs on the fields, and in
calling attention to the display of
impotence of which the Government
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have been guilty. One of two things
the Government should have done. They
ought not to have made the demon-
stration of force; or, having matde
it. they should have carried it out to its
logical end, no matter how bitter that end
might have been. No individual is wise
mn making use of threats which he cannot
or will not fulfil, and the Government are
in exactly the same position. They sent
just sufficient force to provoke a, disturb-
ance, and not sufficient to repel the dis-
turbance when provoked. I want to save
the Government from making mistakes
of this kind in future. If you are going
to settle this matter vi el cormis, go on and
do it thoroughly ; and if you are not going
to do so, do not make a6 display of force
Where force is not intended to be used.

THE PREMIER: What do you mean by
thatP

Mn. VOSPER: If the law is going to
be enforced by arms, send your forces
there and carry out your policy. If, on
the other hand, you are going to act as
mediators, and intend to conciliate the two
parties, do not mak-e any display of force
at all, because to display force is to
foment at dispute.

THE PREMIER: I think you had better
leave those responsible to use their dis-
cretion.

MR. VOSPER: I quite admit the
responsibility, and I think the Premier
will feel the burden of that responsibility
very heavily in a little while unless this
matter be -settled. But Parliament is
responsible to a great extent, as well as
the Premier.

THEm PREMiER: After the event, not
before.

MR. VOSPER: I take quite a con-
trary view.

Tan: PRExME: You would manage
the whole blessed country by means of
Parliament, if you could do so.

MR. VOSPER: What is Parliament
forP

TanE PREMIER:- You want Parliament
to be the Executive as well as the Legis-
lature.

Mn. VOSPER:- I contend that a
member of this House, if he see a serious
crisis approaching, is doing the Govern-
ment and the country good service by
calling attention to it.

Tns PREMIER: By calling, "1Wolf,
Wolf 1 '

MR. VOSPER: If the Premier
makes light of the situation, he is
likely to he rudely awakenied before long.
If a member of the House of Commons,
or of this Parliament see a. public danger
approaching, is it not his duty to call
attention to it?

THE PREMIER: Yes, and to do a lot
of mischief!1

Mn. VOSPER: There is no -necessity
for the Premier to take up a hostile
attitude. Throughout the whole of this
debate I have endeavoured to be concili-
atory. The member for Albany (Mr.

ILeake) and myself were perfectly right
in calling attention to a public danger.

THE PREMIER: I do not agree at all
with the member for Albany. I think
he made a very injudicious speech.

MR. VOSPER: That is entirely a

matter of opinion. I am not going to
defend the member for Albany in all that
he said; he is quite capable of defending
himself ; but I do say he called attention
to a grave and serious public danger. I
am only endeavouring to emphasise the
fact that the danger exists. I say it does
not reffect any credit upon the Executive
that they suggested no sensible or reason-
able means of dealing With this difficulty.
We have heard the speeches of three
Ministers to-night; on this; motion. Those
speeches have consisted of strings of
platitudes and ponderosities, and there
has not been one suggestion for dealing
with this crisis with which they are face
to face. If they give us their reasons we
will appreciate them; but they first of
all treated the subject as though it were
as light as air, and now they begin to see
that it is a serious matter, and they get
restless, and think that members should
not interfere with Ministers' prerogatives.
Another point I would make is that
every step the Government can make
use of to iduce leaseholders to take
up a more conciliatory attitude should be
used. The Government have already
done something in the direction of mnedi-
ation: they should do still more, because
while the alluvial digger appears on the
surface, and is perhaps a noisy, dusty sort
of person, the lessee is busily at work as
well. The man on top is raising the dust,
but the lessee burrows underground like
a mole, and undermines the whole super-

structu re. The lessee to a great extentis burrowing and striving behind the
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scenes, creating or fomenting disturb-
ance quite as much as the alluvial miner
who gets on a "dump" and pours forth
execrations against the Government. The
lessee says, " we take our stand upon our
legal rights, we will not conciliate, we
object; we will not assist the alluvial
digger; we say there is a law and we ask
the Government to act according to our
interpretation of the law" We in this
House desire to assist the Government in
this dilemma, and I do distinctly assert
that the lessee is responsible from bejzin-
ing to end for the existence of this
crisis, first of all by leaving idle the land,
which he was morally and legally bound
to work; subsequently by taking lip an
obdurate position; and then at the
present time by seeking for means to
induce the Government to take extreme
measures. I hope thie Government will
not be guided by such counsels, and that
when they come to apportion the blame
for this disturbance they will do so in
proper proportions. The alluvial miner
makes the most noise and appears most
before the public, and gets his speech
most fully reported; but the lessee, as
far as one can judge from appearances, is
doing just as much mnischief underground
as is the other man on the surface.

(MR. A. FORREST called attention to
the state of the House, and a quorum
was formed.]

MRs. VOSPEE: I desire to end my
remarks by saying that. if I were a malic-
ious person I should derive some satis-
faction from the present circumstances.
When this matter was being debated in
the House on the 30th September, 1898,
knowing the mischief that would arise,
I then said, as recorded on page 2122 of
Hansard, volume 13, that by making the
Act retrospective
the Ministry would be thereby taking the
leaseholders' trouble on their own shoulders.
The leaseholders would call upon the Govern-
ment to expel the alluvial men from their
leases by force.
Then the member for Goolgardie (Mr.
Morgans) interjected:i
-That might happen in any case.
To that I replied:

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 dual
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 responsi-
bility in disturbing these rested interests.
At that period I desired time to be given
for men to prospect those very leases now
in dispute, and if the suggestion I then
made had keen carried out, no crisis
would have occurred; but the House dlid
not see with me eye to eye, and to-day
we see the cousequence. Then on the
at night of the debate I said:
Before finally disappearing from this debate,

hermight say that the Bill had been debated
fairly; hut, so far as afl practical results were
concerned, the Committee might just as well
not have debated it at all- Debate in Paorlia-
ment was an absolute farce. Those who knew
anything about the subject had madle up their
minds, and those wvho did not know anything
about it were voting blindly at the behests of
their chiefs.

The Premier: The hon. member should
not make unipleasant remarks.

Iamn sorry to say " the hon. member " has
not changed much since then. I went on
to say :

The last remark: he would make, in regard
to the Bill, was that not 12 months would
elapse before hon. mombtion would have cause
to be sorry the bill had passed.

MR. Woos: Who is sorryF
MRt. VOSPER: I could never suppose

the hon. member would have the grace to
be sorry for anything. If he had, he
would spend the whole of his days in
sackcloth and ashes. Less than 13
months have elapsed since that Act was
passed, and I am afraid it has been
showni that the attempt to destroy the
dual title has proved unsatisfactory to
the last degree. The Act is unworkable,
full of contradictions, and the provisions
from beginning to end should be amended
at the very earliest date. Every prophecy
I made 13 months ago has been fully
borne out.

TusE MINISTER op MINEs: There is
nothing wrong with the Act.

MR. VOSPER: That is the Minister
of Mines' opinion, but my own opinion
is just as good as his, though of course
the Minister is an expert, lie having
been down a well, and some people would
not have regretted had he stayed there.
I want to conclude by saying I cannot
take upon myself the responsibility of
withrawing the motion, for the reasons
T gave in my opening remarks. I brought
the motion forward at the request of the
alluvial diggers, in order that the matter
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might be discussed here, and that they
might fuliy understand the attitude of
Parliament on the question. I think the
report of this debate in the goldfields
newspapers will give an idea of that
attitude. At the same time, L am desirous
of knowing what the feeling of rarliament
is as expressed by votes, and I will let the
matter go to the voices, and if I see a fair
minority to support mie, I shall ask for a
division. Finally, I would like to say a
mtost serious crisis is pending, and I ask
the Government to take every possible
precaution in order to secure law and
order, and to do that with the most
peaceable means at their disposal.

Question put, and negatived on the
voices.

PETITION-JAMES KENT, GREEN-
BUSHES.

DISCHARGE OF ORDER.

Order read, for consideration of peti-
tion for release of James Kent from
c'ustody.

MR. VOSPER:- AS the member who
presented this petition, he desired to say
he had seen the depositions in the case,
as presented by the Attorney General;
and having considered the matter in all
its bearings, he now moved that the order
be discharged.

Question put and passed, and the order
discharged.

ADJOURNMENT.
The House adjourned at 11-35 o'clock

until the next day.

Jttgilflibt AsstntbIR,
Thutrsday, 2nd November, 18.99.

Cot tiesloe Li~gtincdPower (4Private) Bill, third
roudng-aheiesBil, i Comiteereported I

Papers presented-Motion: Draft Comimonwealth
BIJon Committee's iteeommendatioiis, debate
resumed n Amendment (Mr. Wilson's), Division

eihhday (adjonrned?-Petitioua; Federal Leg,
deaeresumed, Division (negativrad);oitf

Order-Ad jourument.

The SPEARE took the Chair at 4'3 0

o'clock, P.M.

PRAYERS.

COTTESLOE LIGHTING AND POWER
(PRIVATE) BILL.

Read a third time, on motion by MR.
JAMxEs, and transmitted to the Legisla-
tive Council.

FISHERIES BILL.
IN COMMITTEE.

Clauses 1 and 2-agreed to.
Clause 3-Interpretation:
MR. IKING SMILL moved that there

be added to the paragraph defining "1in-
spector " the words " and any person
appointed under the hand of the
Minister or of at justice of the peace. "
In Clause 13 power was given to any
justice of the peace to authorise a person
to search for and seize any net reasonably
supposed to be used ins violation of the
Bill, and it was necessary to include
sucha person in the definition of "1inspec-
tor." He further suggested that in
addition to the notice in writing, inspec-
tors should be furnished with some sort
of badge to show their authority. Various
persons of repute and good standing had
notified to him their willingness to act as
honorary inspectors, and their services
would be extremely valuable.

Amendment put and passed, and the
clause as amended agreed to.

Clause 4-agreed to.
Clause 5-Pishennen fishing for sale

to be licensed.
Mn. RASON said he did not speak on

the second reading of the Bill because he
was somewhat interested in the question,
but he none the less welcomied the
measure, and any suggested amendments
ho might make would be only with a
view to rendering it more effective. He
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