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IV 

RE P ORT. 

YouR Lommittee have the honor to report to your Honorable House that they have given careful 
consideration to the matters remitted to them, and have held 13 meetingR, examined 15 witnesses, 
and have received numerous letters containing certain recommendations. 

\ ' 

Your Committee, having ·considered the evidence placed before them, recommend the following 
amendments in the existing Acts and Regulations thereunder :-

( l.) That the existing Mining Acts and Regulations be consolidated and amended as soon as 
possible. 

(2.) That th~ Head Office be at Launceston, for the convenience of the mining community. 
(3.) That a Central Board be appointed for the purpose of conferring upon mining matters, 

and, where necessary, offering recommendations to the Minister of Lands and W ork:s, 
to· consist of the Secretary of Mines, the Inspector of Mines, four members elected 
by the Mining Districts, one member for the City of Hobart, one for the Town of 
Launceston, respectively, to be elected by the Directors of all registered mining 
companies in such city or town. 

( 4.) That the country be divided into four Mining Districts, each district to elect i resident 
member to serve on the Central Board, such members to be elected by holders of 
miner's rights or any privilege under the Mineral Lands or Gold Fields Act. 

(5.) That rents for auriferous lands be reduced to 10s. per acre. 
(6.) That miners' rights be issued for twelve months from date of issue; and that no miner or 

wages man, unless residing on Crown lands, shall be compelled to take out a miner's 
right; and also that mineral rights, entitling the holder to work two acres of land, Le 
issued for any district; but no mineral right be issued to any Asiatic alien for a term 

. of three years from date of proclamation by Governor in Council, as provided in 
Section 2 of 49 Viet. No. 3. 

(7.) That application~ for leasing lands should be received only by the Commissioner or 
:Mining Registrar of the district in which the lap.ds applied for are situate. 

(~.) That claims for surface improvements on forfeited sections should lapse after a period of 
six months from the date of such forfeiture. 

(9.) That surveyors should erect ·four substantial corner pegs to each section, marking the 
said number on a corner peg and also on the nearest tree to such corner peg. 

(10.) That in the event of the first applicant marking off more land than be is entitled to, the 
next applicant may move up his pegs to the boundary of the said surveyed land. 

(l l .) That it is of the first importance that a sum of money should be voted for prospecting 
purposes to assist prospecting by diamond drills, deep sinking on reefs, alluvial 
mining, and by offering a reward for payable fields ; the said vote to be expended 
upon the recommendation of the Central Board, subject to the approval of the 
Minister of Land and '\IV orks. 

(12.) That where priority of occupation is proved to the satisfaction of the Commissioner, 
mere technical mistakes in carrying out the Act should be met by fine and •not by 
forfeiture. 

(13.) That no prospecting area should be gTanted within one mile of one already existing, and 
that the following scale be adopted in granting such areas : . 

(14.) 

(15.) 
(16.) 

Within I mile of an existing prospecting area, 10 acres 

" 
2 ,, 

" 
20 

" 
" 3 

" " 
30 ,, 

" 
4 

" " 
40 ,, 

" 
5 ,, ,, 50 ,, 

That three Mining Commissioners, one of whom shall be the Secretary of Mines, should 
constitute an intermediate Court of Appeal from <lecisions of the Commissioner of a 
District, and a period of at least 21 days be allowed to an appellant wherein to make 
his appeal. 

That the Regulations for drainage of mines be enforced. 
Your Committee would also sug·gest greater expedition in keeping up surveys of sections 

applied for under Regulation 7, the time after which an applicant may employ any 
authorised surveyor be reduced to one month, and that such surveys of sections 
should not be allowed to foll into arrear. And that some mode be devised of 
ascertaining the quantity of gold raised in Tasmania. 

HENRY E. LETTE, Chairman. 
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PROTES'l'. 

I regret that I am unable to concur in some of the recommendations of the Committee, and I think it 
necessary to place on record the most important of my objections. 

1. As to recommendation No. 1, I agree that the Mining Regulations should be amended and con
solidated, and this work is already well advanced by the Secretary of Mines. But I am not prepared to 
agree that an attempt to consolidate the Acts relating to Mining wo:.ild be attended with unmixed advantage. 

2. As to recommendation No. 2, presuming that by the head office being at Launceston it is meant 
that the Secretary of Mines should reside at Launceston, I have already on several occasions publicly given 
what appear to me sufficient reasons why the locating of the Secretary of Mines at Launceston would be 
detrimental to the transaction of the general business of the Mines Office, for which the Minister of Lands 
and Works is responsible. I quite recognise the necessity for considering the convenience of the mining 
community, and additional provisions for their convenience have been made at various times during· the last 
two or three years, especially by ensuring a prompt duplication of registration at the office at Launceston,. 
as well as at other offices of Registrars throughout the Colony. 

3. As to No. 5, I do not concur with the proposal to reduce the rent of auriferous lands to 10s. per· 
acre. 

4. As to No. 6, with the evidence at present before me I am u:iable to agree that it would serve the 
interests or the convenience of holders of miners' rights that the rig:its should be dated from the date of 
issue. This was the law at one time, and I beiieve it was altered to its present form at the express request 
of a large number of practical miners. 

As to the proposed restriction upon the issue of Mineral Rights to Asiatic, aliens: this is a question of 
policy upon which I am not at present prepared to express an opinion. 

5. As to No. 7, I think it would cause very great inconvenience to 1·estrict applicants in the manner 
suggested, and I am not aware that any practical advantage could possibly be gained by it. 

6. As to No. 11, I am unable to agree that it would be advisable to grant a vote for the purpose 
named without further enquiry, and without full information as to the mode of distribution and of providing 
proper safeguards and guarantees against waste and misappropriation of the funds. 

7. As to No. 13, I am of opinion that the practical shutting up of a large area of land from the 
prospector, which would result from the proposed alteration, would be very undesirable, and I believe that 
it would be very much better to leave the matter as it now is, in the discretion of the Commissioner. 

NICHOLAS J. BROWN. 
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MINUTES OF MEETINGS. 

FRIDAY, SEPTEMBER 10, 1886. 

The Committee met at 10·45 A.M. 

Present.-Mr. Minister of Lands, Messrs. Barrett, Hawkes, Lette, Scott, Fenton, and Conway. 
Mr. Lette was voted to the Chair. 
The Committee was instructed to procure the Mining Laws and Regulations of New South Wales, Queens

land, and Victoria, and 'rasmania. 
The Clerk was instructed to write to the following gentlemen, and request them to forward for the information of 

the Committee any suggestions which they deemed would tend to the improvement of the existing Mining Laws:
Messrs. Ogilvie and Mollison, Gladstone i. the Secretary of the Mining Reform Association, Lefroy; ·Messrs. Stubbs, 
Kitto, and Richards, Lefroy; Messrs. Webb, Davies, Daniels, and Farghar, Beaconsfield; Mr. John Goodall, 
Launceston. 

Resolved, That the following gentlemen be summoned to attend and give evidence before the Committee, on 
dates to be hereafter determined :-Messrs. R. Carter and R. H. Price, Launceston; Mr. ·:w. Nobes, Mocirina; 
Mr. James Ogilvie, Gladstone. 

The Committee adjourned till Wednesday the 22nd instant, at 11 A.M. 

WEDNESDAY, SEPTEMBER 22, 1886. 

The Committee met at 12 o'clock. 
Pi·esent.-Mr. Lette (Chairman), Messrs. Hawkes, Conway, Barrett, and the Minister of Lands. 
The Minutes of the last meeting were read and confirmed. 
The following documents were laid upon the Table :-

1. :Mining Laws and Regulations of New South Wales, Queensland, Victoria, and Tasmania. 
2. Letter from the Secretary of the Vigilance Committee, Lefroy, forwarding suggestions for the information 

of the Committee. 
3. Letter from Mr. Joseph Davies, Manao-er of the Tasmania Mine, Beaconsfieltl, stating that he had 

given Mr. Conway, M.H.A., notes of alteration& which he deemed necessary in the existing mining 
law. 

4. From Mr. Conway, showing suggestions from the Secretary of the Lefroy Vigilance Committee (vide 
Appendix A.), and Mr. Joseph Davies. · 

Resolved, That .Mr. ,v. Nobes, of Moorina, and Mr. James Ogilvie, of Gladstone, be summoned for Thursday, 
the 30th instant, a~ 11 A.JU:. 

Mr. Payne, Beaconsfield, and Mr. Richards, Lefroy, ,v ednesday, 29th instant, 11 A.M.; nfr. n-I'Kenna, Penguin, 
'rhursday, the 23rd instant, at 12 noon; and Mr. S. Hawkes, M.I-1.A. 

The Committee adjourned till Thursday, the 23rd instant, at 11 A.lr. 

THURSDAY, SEPTEMBER 23, 1886. 

The Committee met at l1 A.M. 

Pi·esent-Mr. Lette (Chairman), Messrs. Hawkes, Barrett, Scott, and Fenton. 
The Minutes of the last meeting were read and confirmed· .. 
The Chairman tabled suggestions from Mining Managers of Beaconsfield (Appendix B.), and from Mr. Jame~ 

Ogilvie. 
Hesolved, That Mr. Hawkes, M.H.A., be examined. 
Mr. Hawkes accordingly gave evidence. 
nfr. J. l\I'Kennn was called in and examined. 
i.\fr. J. M'Kenna withdrew. 
The Committee adjourned until Wednesday, 29th instant, at 11 A.~r. 
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THURSDAY, SEPTEMBER. 30, lft86. 
Present-Messrs. Conway, Scott, Barrett, and tlie Minister of Lands. 
Resolved, that in the absence of the Chairman .(Mr~ Lette) :M'r.,ComVJ.y take the Cliair.• 
The Minutes of last meeting were read and confirmed.·. 
Mr. Samuel Richards, of Lefroy, was called in and examined .. 
Mr. John Graves Payne, ofBeaconsfield, was called in and examined. 
Mr. William N obes, of Moorina, was called in and examined. 
Mr. James Ogilvie, of Gladstone, was called in and examined. 
Resolved, That Mr. C. Hall, ofWaratah, and-Mr.·-Farghar;·of"Beaco~field, be summoned for Thursday next. 
Resolved, to summon Messrs. Robert Carter and R. H. Price, of Launceston, for Wednesday next. 
The Committee adjourned at 3·55 p • .r,r\·till_next day:.· · 

WEDNESDAY, OCTOBER 6, 1886. 
The Committee met at 11 A,M, 

Present-Mr. Lette (Chairman), Messrs. Hawkes, Barrett, and Conw,i,y. 
A letter from l\'lr. A. P. Reid, dated 30th September, was read. 
A letter from James Ogilvie, dated 22nd September, was read. 
Mr. Robert Henry Price, of Launceston, was called in and examined. 
Resolved, That Mr. G. Thureau, the Inspector ot'Mines, be examined on Wednesday next. 
The Committee adjourned at 12·20 P.l\I. till next day. 

THURSDAY, OCTOBER 7, 1886. 
The Committee met at 11 A.M. 

Present-Mr. Lette (Chairman), Messrs. Hawkes, Fenton, Conway, a:::id the Minister of Lands. 
Mr. Thornton Root, of W aratah, was called in and examined. 
Mr. Root withdrew. 
Mr. J o_seph Farghar, of Beaconsfield, was called in and examined.
Mr. Farghar withdrew. 
The Committee adjourned at 12·50 P,M. till Wednesday next. 

WEDNESDAY, OCTOBER 13, 1886. 
The Committee met at 11 A.M. 

Present-Mr. Lette (Chairman), Messrs. Conway, Hawkes, and the M:nister of' Lands. 
Mr. Robert Carter was called in and examined. · 
Mr. Carter withdrew. 
Mr. Bernard Shaw was called in and examined. 
Mr. Shaw withdrew. 
A letter was read from Mr. Kayser, as Chairman ofa public meeting held at Waratah, (vide Appendix('.) 
The Committee adjourned at 4 P.M. ill 11 o'clock next day • 

. THURSDAY, OCTOBER 14, 188€. 
The Committee met at 11 A.III. 

Present-Mr. Lette (Chairman), Messrs. Hawkes, Conway, Barrett, Fenton, and the Minister of Lancls. 
Mr. Gustav Thureau was called in and examined. 
Mr. Francis Belstead was called in and examined. 
The Committee adjourned at 3·50 P.III. till Tuesday next. 

THURSDAY, OCTOBER 21, 1886. 
1'he Committee met at 11 .A.11r. 

Present-Mr. Lette (Chairman), Messrs. Barr.ett, Conway, and the Minister of Lands. 
The Minutes of the last meeting were read and confirmed. 
The consideration of the Draft Report was proceeded with. 
The Committee adjourned until Friday next at 11 A.M. 
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FRIDAY, OCTOBER 22, 1886. 
The Committee met at 11 A,M. 

Present-Mr. Lette (Chairman), Messrs. Barrett and Hawkes. 
The Minutes of the last meeting were read and confirmed. 
A letter was read from Mr. G. Thureau, (Appendix D.) 
The Committee deliberated. 
The Committee adjourned till Tuesday next at 11 .A.M. 

TUESDAY, OCTOBER 26, 1886: 

The Committee met at 11 A,M. 

Present-Mr. Lette (Chairman), Messrs. Conway, Hawkes, und the Minister of Lands. 
The Minutes of the last meeting were read and confirmed. 
The Draft Report was considered, amended, and agreed to. 
The Committee adjourned sine die. 



EVIDENCE. 

THURSDAY, SEPTEMBER 23, 1886. 

SAMUEL HAWKES, M.H.A., exarnined. 

I. By the Chairman.-You reside at Scottsdale, and are a member of this Committee? Yes. 
2. Have you had much experience in mining-if so, wliere? I have had experience of mining m 

New Zealand, New South Wales, Queensland, and Tasmania, for about 23 years. 
3. Have you had any experience of mining for other :minerals than gold in other colonies? Yes ; 

five years' experience in tin mining in New South Wales and Queensland. 
4. Do you consider the Mineral Lands Act requires amendment in any particular? I think clauses 

3 and 4 of the Amended Act No. 3, 1885, should be amended so as to give the holder of a miner''S right 
power to mine for tin. The regulations should also be amended. · 

5. What is your opinion with regard to the extent of land it is desirable a miner's right sliould entitle 
a man to hold under the " Mineral Lands Act" ? Not less than two acres. I should like to add that I 
consider a miner's right should entitle persons to hold such an area in any.portion of the Colony, and that 
it should be available for 12 months from the date of iosue. 

6. That refers both to mining for gold or any other mineral? Yes. 
7. What is your opinion with regard to Regulation No. 33 as to the value of improvements on forfeited 

leases? The regulation does not give any limit to the time within which a lessee can claim compensation 
for surface improvements. I consider that is very objectionable. There should be a limitation of the time 
within which a person who has abandoned a lease should be entitled to compensation for surface improvements, 
say six months. At present the power to claim this compensation operates as a continuous bar against any 
other person applying for the land who may not care to pay for the surface improvements or may not be able 
to do so. In fact, for all practical purposes, it locks up land in the power of persons who do not really own it, 
but merely have a claim for surface improvement against any other persons who may desire to take up the land 
and recommence work upon it, for an indefinite period. I think six months would be ample. I also consider 
the fees charged for the surveys of water-races are not required. If they are required they should not be 
charged to the applicant, for this reason: while the applicant has to pay heavy fees for the survey, the 
~urvey is practically of no value to him, affording him no assistance in cutting his race. It is simply a 
survey effected at the expense of the applicant for the purposes of the Mines Department only. The fee 
is altogether excessive, even if this objection to it did not exist. I am strongly in favour of the establish
ment of mining boards, and consider the value to be derived from them is the concentration in a business 
form of the opinions of practical miners in the colony, which opinions would thus be available for the 
recognition of the Secretary of Mines or the Minister. Under existing circumstances, while we possess 
men in the colony who have a sound knowledge of mining, there is no channel through which this 
knowledge can flow to the Mines Department. By the establishment of a central mining board the whole 
circumstances connected with the operation of our mining laws could be brought under notice, and required 
amendments could always be made under the advice of men selected from the various mining centres. I 
am not in favour of local mining boards. 

8. How -would you have the members of this board elected? The members of the central mining 
board should be delegates elected by the several sub-districts to be created, and they should be chosen by 
the holders of any right or privilege under the Mineral Lands Act or the Gold Fields Act. I have had 
experience of the working of mining boards, and I have no hesitation in stating that such a board would 
be found to contain elements that would afford very valuable results to mining throughout the colony. It 
must be borne in mind that mining is an industry in which a considerable deal of change in circumstances takes 
place; hence the necessity for periodical revision of regulations, and even the laws, on account of such 
changes in circumstances. It is the fact that this particular feature has not been recognised that causes the 
friction in mining matters that we have at present. The main objection to the existing state of things is to 
be found more in the regulations than in the mining Acts themselves. Some of the regulations which may 
be applicable to one district, owing to the particular character of the mining there, are not applicable to 
another district ; and the delegates composing the board, having the requisite local knowledge, would be 
able to rectify this, and suggest arrangements for any local necessities that might arise. I consider that our 
mining districts should be carefully subdivided, and that no land should be taken up on lease except througla 
the local office of the district where the land is situated. The oqject of this is, mainly; so as to have all the 
information as to ownership at the local office. I am decidedly in favour of what is termed permanent 
surveys, so as to afford a reliable means of ascertaining the whereabouts of any existing right under the 
Mineral Lands Act, so far as the surveyed areas of the Crown are concerned. It would afford a ready 
means to the Mines Department of compiling a correct mineral chart of the colony. Under the existing 
system, no sooner is a mineral chart compiled than the re-applications for forfeited leases alters the 
whole thing, and a constant system of disintegration is going on in the surveys of the Colony. In the 
course of a few months a chart that has been compiled at great labour and expense is rendered practically 
useless. Objections have been made to the system of permanent surveys on the ground that people would 
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be compelled to take the section as it is surveyed, or none at all. These objections would be got rid of at once 
if the occupation of small areas by a mineral licence was allowed within the limits of unoccupied surveyed 
areas. All sections should be numbered, and all forfeitures of sections should be duly forwarded to the 
local registrar and placed by him outside the office foi: inspection. This information, together with a proper 
permanent mineral chart, would afford the means to every person engaged in mining of kno-wing who 
owned any particular surveyed area of the Crown without any reference to officials. I think the system of 
contract surveys a very objectionable one. In our districts (Scottsdale and Ringaroom;i) the surveys are 
farmed out to a very large extent to youths employed hy contract surveyors, and the work is executed in a 
very indifferent manner indeed. I am decidedly of opinion that the survey fees should he paid into the 
Treasury, and the surveyors should be paid 11alaries from the Consolidated Revenue Fund. 'l'he very fact 
of having a system of permanent surveys w:onld obviate the necessity for the employment of more than one 
surveyor where three are now employed. In that point of view there would be a saving of expense, 
to say nothing of having the surveys properly effected. It is almost impossible under the present system 
to ascertain the location of any survey, as the country is cut up into interminable surveys. This acts as an 
obstruction to men desirous of going prospecting, as they never know whose land they may be trespassing 
on. The system of permanent surveys is the element necessary where mining by mineral licence is 
allowed. The laws regulating the occupation of any old surveyed area by mineral licence in the other colonies 
require any person who desires to lease a previously forfeited surveyed area to see that no mineral licence 
men are working within its limits. If any mineral licence men are working within the limits of a previously 
surveyed area the land is not open for lease. Under· the system which I i·efer to our mineral lands would 
be changing from one system to another-first, by capital under lease, and secondly, by labour at the 
hand of the individual miner. By a system of this description the very best results are got out of the land. 
Not only that, but a system of mineral licence opens an avenue for the more energetic class of miners to go 
out into the bush with this simple tenure, and keep up _a continuous prospecting of the mineral lands of the 
Colony. I consider this is one of the most essential features in the economical consideration of the 
development of the mining industry. If we wish mining to advance in the Colony we must have a fair 
and continuous prospecting kept up, and if that can be done by liberalising the laws and the tenure, I think 
it would be a far more valuable consideration than spending Government money on prospecting expeditions. 
I am decidedly in favour of Government assisting mining by a prospecting vote to be applied where pros
pecting is of the nature of deep sinking on reefs, examination by means of the diamond drill, or any fairly 
deep sinking in alluvial mining. I think that would materially aid mining throughout the Colony. 1 
look upon the present circumscribed condition of mining as being mainly brought about by having only one 
system of tenure of the mineral lands. I wish specially to put it, that if under the Gold Fields Act the 
leasing system and the miner's right can be worked, and worked to advantage, there is no reason whatever, 
from a practical point of view, that the dual system could not be worked under the Mineral Lands Act. 

9. What is your opinion with regard to the present rentals, both for gold ancl mineral land? I 
consider that for land which has been previously worked and forfeited, a fair reduction in the rental should 
be made. Under existing circumstances a person who wishes to rent land from the Crown has to pay as 
much for what is, to a certain extent, worked-out land as for any other. 

10. You do not think the present fees of £1 per acre for gold, and five shillings for tin, are too high? 
I think they are too high so far as they affect the men of small means. . 

ll. By Jl'lr. Fenton.-You advocated that a miner's right should entitle a man to select land and mine 
upon it in different parts of the Colony : would that enable a man to occupy two or more pieces under the 
same right at the same time? No ; because the Act should carry a provision that he should only actually 
hold it by a working tenure. 

12. Personally working it? It does not matter whether he works it personally or employs a man. 
If he employed twenty men he could hold twenty pieces of land ; but the men he employed would each 
have to hold a miner's right,-every man upon the claim, up to the required number, to represent the area 
only. 

13. Why should a miner's right be issued for twelve months from the date of issue? The reasons are 
that, under the existing system, a man has to pay five shillings for a miner's right when, perhaps, that 
right has only three months or three days to run ; whereas, if he took it at the commencement of the year, 
he would only pay five shillings for the whole twelve months. 

14. Is the amount cliarged for a miner's right of sufficient importance to warrant that alteration being 
made? I think it is not fair that a man should have to pay five shillings for three days' privilege, while 
another man has the same right for twelve months. 

· "15. Would it not be more confusing to the holders of miners' rights to have to keep account of the day 
their right expires than it is when they know they all expire on a certain day? No: each right, under the 
system I refer to, would bear upon the face of it the day of its termination. 

16. Would it not lead to the chance of a man's claim being jumped the day after his right expired? 
That is the law under any circumstances. 

17. Would it not be better to prevent the possibility of this, by having all expire on the one day, as at 
present? 'l'he fact of their all expirinp: on one day does not gi Te a miner , any more protection against his 
claim beiug jumped. The law says if he has not a valid miner's right his claim may he jumped. 

18. ·would not the miners, as a body, be more liable to neglect taking out fresh miners' rights when 
the old ones terminated, if they terminated on varying dates, than if they all terminated on one day? · No, 
I do not think so.. The great o~jection miners have to the present system is that they are compelled to 
pay the full fee for protection during a portion of the year. 

19. You favour votes for prospecting purposes : would you devote any portion of such a vote to 
assisting prospectors directly? I am decidedly of opinion that to assist small parties to g-o out into tlie 
hush would have very little value whate,·er. 
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20. You would be opposed to devoting any portion of such a vote to provide such parties with wages, 
food, or pack their food to where they are prospecting 1 I think it is very unnecessary. If you cut tracks 
into the country, and give the miners rights and privileges under a tenure of a simpler character, it would 
be far more valuable than sending out prospecting parties into the dense bush of the country without any 
tracks. But I am decidedly in favour of applying a prospecting vote to the more permanent phase of the 
development of mining-deep leads and deep sinking. 

21. To assist large companies? Not necessarily large companies; to assist not only companies who 
have reached a certain point, or any body of corporate miners searching for minerals. · . 

22. By Mr. Conroay.-How would you have the delegates sent by the different mining districts to 
the mining board elected? By the votes of persons holding any right or privilege under either "The 
Mineral Lands Act" 01· "The Gold Fields Act." 

23. Then every man who held a miner's right would be entitled to.vote? Yes, a miner's right, lease, 
licence, right, or privilege of any kind. 

24. What are the powers of mining commissioners with regard to assess.:>rs, in your experience ? My 
experience is that assessors are very seldom used. · 

25. Is it not your opinion that it ·would be a great advantage to the mining community if com
missioners used them more as juries? Assessors can only be used by the mutual agreement of the parties 
interested. 

26. With reference to the subdivision of the mining districts, what basis would you go upon? I should 
take the particular character of the mining carried on as an index to the subdivision. 

27. You spoke of local offices in each district: who would have the conduct' of those local offices
would they only be where the commissioners are? These local offices would be entirely under the Mines 
Department. 

27 A. Would that not entail a large number of of extra officials in the department? No, it only requires 
a local officer. It would be just the same system as we have now, but a better regulated one. 

28. How would you liave the permanent surveys effected in the first instance ? Just as ordinary 
surveys are effected now,-carried out promiscuously as per application. 

29. As in all probability there will be a petition presented to Parliament shortly for a prospecting 
vote, how would you regulate the administration of that-by reward, or by what means, and by whom 
supervised? In the other colonies boards are appointed to examine into the applications for assistance, and 
the money is allotted under the authority of that board. 

30. Do yon think the miner's right should date from a fixed day, or the day of issue? From the 
date of issue. 

31. If the right was i:i;iven at the full rate from the first of January, and at half rate from the first of 
July, would it not be equally advantageous, and less troublesome to the officers in making up their 
accounts? I do not think it would confer anything of value to the miner, while I think the system I have 
suggested really would; and it would not interfere with the office. 

32. A miner working on a lease under the Gold Fields Act is compelled to have a miner's right, 
while a miner ·working on a tin lease is exempt? Yes. 

33. I think that is arbitrary. Should 1not a man working at a mine under lease be allowed to 
work as a man at any other trade without interference? I entirely disag-ree with the law which compels a 
man working at a gold mine to hold a miner's right; it is altogether unnecessary, and is imposed merely 
for the purposes of revenue, and of revenue alone. The object of a miner's right, aud any other document 
by which a man holds any consideration from the crown, is to show his tenure. Under these circum
stances to compel a man to hold a miner's right because he is working at a gold mine he may leave in a 
few clays, I consider an oppressive and unnecessary regulation. 

34. B;i; .111/.r. Scott.-In working under these permanent surveys, suppose an allotment was once sur
veyed, would yon never have that survey interfered with again? No. 

35. Suppose a future party got a reef directly on the side-line? W" ell, the law allows amalgamation 
of claims without interfering with the s_urveys, and there you liave a remedy in such a case. 

36. But suppose both sections have been given up, and the reef is cut directly on the side-line, would 
the applicant be compelled to take up both sections? The supposition is certainly quite possible, but it 
very seldom occurs, aud I consider the immense advantage to be derived from permanent surveys altogether 
outweighs the disadvan1.age of an exceptional case where a man would be compelled to take up a little 
more grotmcl than he wants. 

37. You state that you consider there is no necessity for the surveys of water-races and tlie fees ch;rged 
for them ? Yes. · 

38. How, then, would you give the holder of the water-right a claim to the race mnning over Govern
meiilt property? The law in the other colonies only requires you to make applicatiou for the intake and 
the termination, and you are entitled to cut a race between the two points over the contour of the country
of 2 or 4 feet, or whatever is necessary-without any smvey at all. The general objection to the fees is that 
no benefit is derived from the survey by those who pay them. The surveyor merely mns a line over for 
the Govemment, and when the applicant comes to ·cut his race he has tu employ a surveyor, if he is not 
competent to do the work himself, to lay a line clown. 

39. Has there not been several disputes in Tasmania over these water-rights, and would not the scheme 
you propose complicate matters more? Suppose you had a race and I had another, and they interfered 
with each other-neither having been surveyed-who would have the prior claim? It lias been proved on 
e~~mination of the several cases tried-notably the North Brothers' Home and the Briseis-that the con-
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tour.-surveys of the Department were absolutely unreliable. The law affecting water-races in the other 
colonies where I have had experience places the control in the hands of the Commissioner, who has the 
power to order the removal of any portion of a water-race that interferes with the rights and privileges of 
any other party, without any reference to surveys or anything of the kind. 

40. Would the licence system under the Mineral Lands Act, similar to the miner's right, lead to more 
ground being worked in the North-east District than under the leasing system? I feel satisfied that many 
thousands of acres, now comparatively locked up, would, by such a simple tenure, be taken up by energetic 
persevering men operating in small parties. · 

41. Seeing tl1at the fee is only five shillings per acre for tin ground, would you give the miner a right 
to occupy ten acres for five shillings? The usual charge is ten shillings. The system 'is that parties 
using mineral land, working like the holder of a miners' right, have ·to work that mineral land with a 
mineral licence. These mineral licences, for which ten shillings a year is charged, entitle the licensee to hold 
ordinarilr ten acres of mineral land on any unsurveyed or surveyed but unoccupied Crown laml. It also 
entitles him, on unsurveyed p01·tions of Crown land, when prospecting, to hold for prospecting purposes 
an area equal to 40 acres ; and, in the event of striking payable tin outside of previously surveyed or 
occupied lands, he is entitled to double the area if he wishes to hold under the mineral licence, or he has 
the alternative of holding the· prospecting area on lease. Under any circumstances the occupation by 
mineral licence entitles the holder of the mineral licence to turn his holding into a lease, and gives him a 
preferential right. 

42. You are, tlien, in favour of increasing the price of the tight to ten shillings, notwithstanding the 
fact that you say the miners are complaining at the present time? Nothing of the kind. I am in favour 
of reducing all fees. There would not be any loss to the colony if the fees were reduced to one shilling. 
In other colonies this fact has been recognised years ago, and the charges for rights and licences are merely 
nominal fees. 

43. Would the gain to the miner, of altering the period of the miner's right to 12 months from the date 
of issue, be greater than the trouble it would cause the department? I am not aware of what trouble the 
department would be put to by the alteration of the system. Under any circumstances I am decidedly of 
opinion that, so far as the miner is concerned it would be an improvement. 

44. Would not the suggestion Mr. Conway has thrown out, to lmve the rights issued for the half-year, 
not be preferable? I think Mr. Conway's suggestion preferable to the present system, but not so good 
as the system under which the right should mn for 12 months from the date of issue. 

45. Is it necessary, as provided in the Mineral Lands Act, that posts of 8 inches diameter and 4 feet 
6 inches above ground should be placed at every angle of the lease? It is totally unnecessary. .A small 
peg about 9 inches high would be more likely to remain in position than a post of the height prescribed. 

46 .. Would not a peg somewhere in the centre of the ground answer all requirements? My experience 
in other colonies leads me to believe that to cut a large slab of bark off the nearest tree to the corner of the 
block, and chisel ori. the tree the number of the section, is the more perfect way of marking. 

47. The Government intend making a cruise around to see if these matters are being attended to? 
Yes, ,ve have been served with notices. I would like to amend my answer about these posts : I consider 
them quite unnecessary if surveys are effected in a proper manner. 

MR. JOHN M'KENNA, examined. 

48. By the Cltairman.-Where do you reside, Mr. M'Kenna? At present I am living at Penguin, 
49. Have·you had much experience in mining? Yes, I have been a good tleal amonp;st it, both in 

Tasmania and in other colonies. 
50. For what period have you been connected with mining? About 20 years. 
51. Both in gold and tin? Yes; only in this colony in tin_. 

52. Are you acquainted with the laws and regulations governing mining in this colony? Yes, pretty 
~a / 

53. Are there any amendments you would recommend either in the Acts or reO'ulations ? Well onlv 
in-regard to the prospecting areas on a new rush like Mount Lyell. Some of them 

0
take 280 acres i~stead 

of 80, and there is no means of deciding the point. 

· 54. B_JI .1.v.fr. Hamlw.~.-Li i~ not a fact that the pr~sent syste~ of gra~ting prospecting protectio11 areas 
at a rush hke Mount Lyell permits of the country bemg occupied unfairly? It does, and wants being 
put a stop to altogether. 

55. Do you not_ think it advisable the law should be altered to prevent it? Yes, I do, indeed. Each 
party has a prospectmg area. It may be good enough for one, but to have the whole countrv taken up i_n 
that way is not fair. • 

56. By the 1lfin4ter of Lands.-Would not that objection be met by reducing- the area? You ouo'ht 
to r~duce the area as_ well. Some take 250 acres instead of 50. You say they are wrong-they say tliey 
are right-and there 1s no surveyor to settle the dispute. You may go for months without having a survey 

57. Do you not think that a r~medy could be made in this way: where a find of reputed paynble 
g-old has been made and a prospectmg area granted, no further protection should be ll'iven within a ran"e 01 
four or five miles? Y ~s, I do think so. At the time Lynch 's Creek broke out~ over 1000 acres'\vas 
claimed under prospectmg areas, and other miners were deterred from lookinO', because if they found any-
thing it would be on these prospecting areas. 

0 
• 
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58. By Jlfr. ·Hawlws.-Have you had any experience at all of the system of working by mineral 
licence in tin? No. 

59. Do you think Regulation No. 33 should be amended so as to limit the time within which a party 
should have the right to claim for sul'face improvements? I have seen plenty of districts where the value 
would be very little. T!!kP- the case of the West Coast mines: miners would put no value at all upon the 
surface impl'ovements. 

60. That regulation gives a person who previously held a forfeited lease the right to claim ·for smface 
improvements? I do not think they should claim anything. 

61. Are you of opinion that the time should be limited within which they should have the right to 
claim? It should be limite<i to within a short time after forfeiture, and ail:er that I do not think they should 
have any claim upon it. 

62. What is your opinion -about contract surveys ?-do you think the work would be bettel' performed 
by surveyors under the Government, receiving fixed salaries? I believe the work would be better 
performed by surveyors with fixed salaries. 

63. Have any instances come within your knowledge where lads have been employed to effect surveys 
under contract surveyors? Yes. . 

64. What is your opinion about the manner in which the surveys, from a practical point of view, have 
been carried out-I mean so far as cle_ariug the line and marking is concerned? It is very imperfect. In 
some scrubs you could not tell the marks from the blazed tracks prospectors make to get out by. 

65. B_y tlte JVIini.~tm· ef Lands.-You think the blocks insufficiently mark.eel ?-The marks are not 
permanent marks? No. 

66 . . By JWr. Harvlws.-Have you any experience of the permanent survey system? .No. 
67. Do you think that the right to occupy two acres or any smaller area of mineral land by miner's. 

right would induce further prospecting? I do. I know several small places on the ·west Coast-about 
the Pieman and Heemskirk-where, if a man could work for a bit of tin under a miner's right, many would 
work. 

68. You understand that the present area allowed is only a quarter acre: do you consider that 
sufficient ground for a man to hold working under a miner's right for tin? It is not enough ; because a 
man is put to a lot of expense to put in a tail-race, &c. to work that bit of ground. 

69. Do you think two acres more like the proper quantity? Yes; I do not think it should be less 
than two acres. 

70. Do you think it would be an improvement of the law to have all land taken up in the first instance 
through the local offices that may be created for each particular sub-district, and through that office only'? 
I think it ·would he the fairest way to take it up at the nearest local office where there is a registrar. 

71. You would think a system of that description far better than the existing one ? Decidedly so. 
72. Have~ you had any experience of water-rights in this colony? No. 
73. Do you think it would assist mining materially in this colony if priority of occupation, as far as 

rights are concerned, were more substantially incorporated into our laws? Yes. 
74. Tlmt no technical mistake should bar in any case where priority was proved? No. I think 

priority should be the first consideration. 
75. Has it come within your experience in Tasmania that, in_ cases where priority of occupation has 

been indisputably proved, persons have lost their rights on account of some technical mistake ? I know 
of plenty of instances. _ , 

76. Do you think the introduction of a law establishing priority of right would be a benefit to miners'? 
Yes. There are many cases in my own experience where men have taken up ground, and, just through a 
little deficiency in cc,mplying with the laws and regulations, their claims have been jumped by sharks 
going about looking for. these things, and they have lost their ground. 

77. Do you think that priority of occupation should give an absolutely preferential claim, and that any 
breach of the regulations should be met by the imposition of a fine instead of forfeiture? I believe it would 
be far better. 

78. By JWr. Fenton. -Do you think that the system of permanent su1·veys would be preferable to the 
system in working now? No. If a man wants only half a block, he should only pay rent on half a block. 

79. If four blocks adjoining were forfeited, and a man wanted the four corners to form one block? No;. 
I should fix him to one. 

80. Do you think he should take the four blocks? No ; that would be too hard. 
81. Is there any reason why he should not pick the best pieces of the fotir? No, no reason. 
82. Do you think there could be any improvement with regard to the issue of miners' rights? I think 

they should stand good for twelve months from the elate of issue ; that would be an improvement. 
83. Do you not think there would be more risk to the miner of having his right run out than under the 

present system, when they all expire on the one clay? Yes, there would be more risk that way.. But a man 
may be going out three weeks before January, and find some one had jumped his claim before he could get 
a new right. lfhe got a right on the 14th or 15th of December, and it heldgoocl until next December, he 
would have.less risk. 

84. Do you consider any portion of a prospecting vote could be well spent in encouraging small parties 
to prospect the country? Yes,- I do. If some of the money it is contemplated to spend in cutting tracks 
were devoted to rewards for finding payable creeks, it would encourage prospecting, and a good deal more 
country would be opened up.-
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85. Do you think any portion of the money could be well expended to assist prospecting by paying for 
supplies, or packing them? No; I think if you were to offer the reward for a find, they would like to have 
the management of their own affairs. By the time you got the things from Government to the camp the 
whole thing would be burst up. I would not hold with Government sending men out, as I do not think 
much would be got from it. 

86. By .tlte Ministei· qf Lands.-With reference to your answer just now about the payment of 
rewards to ·discoverers of anything worth having, do you not think that it is the unsuccessful ones who 
most require assistance? I think they want it, but those who want do not always get. 

87. Do you not think that a prospector who has been successful and found a creek yielding so many 
ounces of gold, or supporting so many miners, has gained his reward already? He has worked for it. I 
think it would only encourage idleness if you rewarded men who did not find anything. A great many 
people would go out prospecting new country if they knew they could get a reward by discovering a 
payable creek. 

88. By 1111·. Conn,ay.-Have you had any experience of difficulties with commissioners of mining 
districts-any disputes? Yes, I had a dispute once. 

89. Do the present regulations meet all requirements as to these disputes? Decidedly they do, if you 
can get the Commissioner; but at the West Coast he lives so far away. 

90. Are miners satisfied with the decisions of one man? Well, yes, as a body they are. They give 
pretty fair satisfaction to the body of miners. 

91. Has it ever struck you that assessors to assist the commissioner would be of advantage in settling 
these disputes more satisfactorily? The commissioners, as a rule, devote themselves to the study of the 
mining laws, and are better able to dispense them than a man just called in. 

92. 1.'here seems to be a great requisition among miners for delegates to be sent to mining boards : 
could they not be employed in a doul:Jle capacity,-as delegates and assessors to assist the commissioner? 
They might be. 

93. Have you had any experience of miners working on leases? Only for tin, not for gold. 
94. Then you do not know whether there is any dissatisfaction with reference to miners working for 

wages having to .pay fees for miners' rights? I was not aware they did. It must be evaded in many 
instances. 

95. By tlte O!tainnan.-With reference to charges for gold-mining leases, do you think £1 per acre 
too high ? No, I do not thin1:c s@. 

96. Nor the charge for other mineral leases of five shillings per acre? Under the circumstances, I 
think they might be reduced. 

97. Do you think the present charge for the right of working mineral land sufficiently high, if a man 
is allowed two acres, while under" The Gold Fields Act" he can only take up a much smaller quantity? 
I think he should not pay more than a man does for a miner's right under "The Gold Fields Act," 
because the outlay required for working tin is greater than that for working gold. A hundredweight of tin 
may be worth so much in the m.arket, but an ounce or two of gold may be put in the pocket and carried 
away. 

98. If there is anything you desire to add to your evidence, will you submit it in writing? I will. 

THURSDAY, SEPTEMBER 30, 1886. 

MR. SAMUEL RICHARDS, ef Lefro.11, examined. 

99. By the C!tairman.-Have you had much experience in mining? Ye11, in gold mining for the last 
34 years. 

100. In other colonies besides Tasmania ? In Queensland and Victoria. 
101. Do you consider any alterations are required in the mining regulations? I think we want a new 

regulation with regard to boys. They compel the whim-boys to take out miners' rights, and some of them 
are under 15 years of age. Another thing I think wrong is that the Government allows surplus ground to 
be taken between blocks. Some miners peg out 12 acres instead of 10, and if another man pegs out 12 acres 
instead of 10, anyone can come and peg out five acres in between. This difficulty does not occur when a 
surveyor ~s on the ground, but it is a source of trouble on the West Coast. 

102. Are you satisfied as to the quantity ofland that can be taken up under a miner's right? Yes. 
103. What is your opinion with reference tu the issuing of miners' rights, which now expire on the 31st 

December? I think it a difficult question to deal with, because if you allow a man to take out a right for 
l1alf a year he will frequently not take one OLtt for the first half of the year. 

104. Do you think it just to compel a man to take out a right for the unexpired quarter of a year at 
the full rate? It is not fair to the miner. 

105. Can you suggest any means of altering it? It would be difficult to suggest a remedy, but I think it 
should not be enforced for the last quarter, because no digger could hold a claim without taking out a miner's 
right. 

106. From your experience in working on goldfields and employing men, would you recommend that 
th:! rights should stand for 12 months all expiring on the 31st December, and allow a half year to be taken? 



7 
Yes, tliat would meet the case much better. Persons working .on leaseholds should not be required to take 
out miners' rights. I think the rent for leaseholds should be reduced. It is ~ather a heavy tax ~or a poor 
man to pay-£10 for his area. 

107. You consider the present fee of £1 per acre too much? Yes. I would suggest that it be 10.1·. 
108. By Mr. Barrett.-But if miners live on the leasehold of a claim belonging to a company, and 

they are allowed to remove wood-take the case of the Native Youth Company, with 50 or 60 workmen, 
who have a residence area and everything else free on the lea~e, which is Crown land,-do you consider the 
fee of 5s. is too much in such a case? No. I do not think they shonld be on the goldfields if they cannot 
afford to pay that. But it is the case of men, many of whom come acro8s from Victoria, who take a few 
weeks' em,ployment on :i mine towards the end of the year, and may then go on to the tin mines. It i:i 
rather hard that they should have to take out a miner's right. . 

109. Which do you think the better,regulation-to make all miners' ri~hts expire 12 months after the 
date of issue, or issue them every half-year and expiring at the end of each half-year? The latter would 
be better, because the man who came here for a few months could take out a right for that time. 

ll0. On the other hand, there are advocates for issuing the right at any time and allowing it to run for 
12 months from the date of issue? That system would create difficulties. 

lll. Define those difficulties? A miner would always have to carry his right about with him, and 
produce it upon demand by any policeman or other Government official ; consequently, the paper would be 
worn out before the end of the year. It would be a very difficult way of g·etting over a difficulty, and would 
prove something like the 30s. miner's -right in Victoria, which created a great deal of trouble; I have made 
it_a rule, from my minir:.g experience, to always have in my possession a. miner's right, no matter what 
employment I am in, and if a man cannot take out a miner's right to protect his residence upon Crown 
land he should not be allowed to live there. I think, though, the la,y as to boys should be altered. 

ll2. In deep .alluvial claims what is your idea of a fair amount of ground to be allotted under the 
miner's-right? Well, that is a very hard question to answer, because much depends upon the character of 
the ground. On very wet ground he ·wants a good extent. On dry ground he ought not to have more than 
double as much as on shallow ground. I think there is a provision in the Act that where land is over 
60 feet deep it can be leased as in Victoria. That is the best security a man can take. It is no use to work 
deep ground with a miner's right. 

113. By the Chairma.n.-Do you favour a vote for prospecting purposes? Yes. 
ll4. Would you devote any portion of such a vote to the assistance of prospectors dfrectly? No; that 

is, if I understand you to mean assisting prospectors to go out. 
l] 5. You are oppo::ed to devoting any portion of such a vote for wages, food, or anything of that 

sort? I should be thoroughly opposed to paying anything for wages, and think it very unwise . to give 
prospectors food. U nd.er such circumstances they would become h nnters instead of diggers. 

ll6. What is your opinion about tracks for mining districts? My opinion is that if there are no tracks 
from the men to the store they ought to have tracks; beyond this, if there is any gold in the district the 
miners will cut the tracks quickly en·ough. 

ll7. There has been a great deal said about mining boards; can you giYe any information with 
· reference to mining boaTds, or boards of advice? I question whether they would answer in_ this country. 
The mining- communities are very small, and scf!ttered about the country. Boards of arlvice might be very 
good, but I remember that a good deal was expected from the local boards in Victoria, and it was found 
that they did not ans,Yer. They are very good for some districts, but will not suit general districts. 

118. Would you be in favour of a central board with delegates from each mining centre? That 
would be a better system. 

119. How would you have these delegates elected? They would have to be elected by the miners. 
They ought to be the best judges of the qualities of the men. 

120. By llfr. Ba1nitt.-Have you ever experienced any inconvenience from the head of the Mining 
Department being such a distance away from the northern mining- districts? No. 

121. Are you of opinion that it would better conduce to the conduct of mining affairs in the North if the 
head was resident at Launceston? I do not see that it would make any difference. I have had a goocl 
<leal of communication with the Government, backwards and forwards, for the last 17 years in mining, 
while the head of the Department has been at Hobart, and never had any difficulty. As long as you have 
good officials at Launceston and elsewhere no difficulty can arise. 

122. Then in the whole of your experience you have never been put to any inconvenience by having 
to come to Hobart? No. As long as they keep good plans at Launceston they are just as well off there 
as down here. 

123. By the Clwirman.-What is yo·ur opinion· with reference to permanent surveys? I do not 
understand. 

124. Do you believe in one survey, and then keeping the block in that form no ·matter through whose 
hands it passes? I believe every claim should be re-surveyed for a fresh applicant. 

125. Have you had any difficulty with water rights? No; but I haye not had much experience of 
water rights here. 

126. If there is anything you wish to add to your evidence, or any explanations you wish to make, 
will you submit them in writing to me ? Yes. 
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MR. JOHN GRAVES PAYNE, examined. 
127. By the C!tafrman.-Where do you reside? At Beaconsfield. 
128. Have you had much experience in mining? 30 years. 
129. In what parts? Ballarat principally, and for the last 8 years in Tasmania. 
130. Can you give us any statement or any expression of opinion with reference to mining where you 

have been in Tasmania? I would rather you ask questions, for I do not know exactly what yon want to 
get at. 

131. What is your opinion with refe1•ence to the present mining laws and regulations? Well, the 
principal alteration I would like to see would be to reduce the rent for gold leases from £1 to ] Os. per acre. 

132. I suppose you have had no experience in tin? No. 
133. What quantity of land do you think a man should be allowed to occupy under his miner's right? 

I think the present privilege very fair, and do not think you could better it. 
134. You do not consider a miner's right should entitle a man to take up two distinct pieces of ground? 

Decidedly not. 
135. Should land taken up under a miner's right be worked by the holder? By the holder or by 

wages, so long as he complies with the labour clause. 
136. By .11fr. Barrett.-Are you in favour of the present system of issuing miners' rights for 12 

months, expiring on the 31st December? Yes; hut there should be a conce8sion given at the end of six 
months. Under this system you can find out whether the miners have taken out rights or not; but I do 
not think a man should be compelled to take out a right from November till Christmas if he happens to 
arrive in Tasmania in November. That is where the shoe pinches. If I am in Tasmania at the begin
ning of the year and do not take out a right till November, I am trying to evade the law, and should be 
punished; but when a new man comes to the colony in November and is compelled to take out a right 
which only holds good till the following January, I think that a great hardship. 

137. Supposing a miner's right was issued for 6 months instead of for 12 months, would that not be a 
more preferable arrangement, and one that would satisfy the opposition to the present system ? Yes, it 
would be a better system. If a man did not take one out for the year, he could take one for the six 
months. 

138. By Mr. Scott.-Then you would give a man the privilege of taking out a right for 6 months 
after the first 6 months of the year had expired ? If a man took out a right at the 1st of the year it 
would last till the 1st of the following year ; but if he did not require one till June, I would give him one 
from June till January for 2s. 6d., though it might lead to evading it. 

139. But l1is land could be taken away by anyone else ? He could not stop it. 
140. There is no reason why he should try to ev:ade it for 6 months any more than for 12 months : 

can you state any reason why he should do the one any more than the other? No, I cannot. There is 
one very hard thing upon a wages man in compelling him to take out a miner's right when he is only 
working for wages. 

141. Do you consider a man working on a claim should not take out a miner's right? No, I do not 
consider that. I will put it in this way : supposing a single man is working on the claim who boards at 
a house not on Government land, and has come over from one of the other colonies to work on the 
Tasmania or Florence, or any of these plaC'es. He gets a small contract for 6 months, when the Crown 
bailiff comes around in the meantime and says to the manager, "All your men got miners' rights?" The 
manager asks the men, and this man says" No ; the job will only last a few months, and I do not kno,..
whether I will stop afterwards." Without a miner's right he would be discharged, so he has to pay fo. to 
be allowed to go to work. He may not get another contract for 4 or 5 months, yet the Government gets 
the ,5s. 'l'his is felt to be a hardship by the men. 

142. By the Minister of Lands.-Is not that the practice in Victoria? No. I was 13 years in 
Victoria, and never knew a working man to be obliged to take out a miner's right. 

143. By Mr. Scott.-What i~ the practice there? Men working on a lease for wages do not ha,-e to 
take out a miner's right. I was never asked for them until I came to Tasmania. The first time Callaghan 
said'I would ohlige him by seeing that my men had miners' rights, I looked at him thoroughly surprised. 

144. By t!te Cliairman.-What is your opinion with reference to a prospecting vote for the assistance 
of prospeeting? I think the prospecting vote quite sufficient up to the present time. We are doing very 
w~. , 

145. How should a prospecting vote be divided, supposing we get it ?-what is your opinion with 
reference to its being used, and how? Well, it has been given to the Native Youth and West Chum and 
could not go to better claims, and to Lefroy, but principally the former, and where money can very w;ll be 
spent. 

146. I do not mean that-I mean prospecting for new fields: do you approve of the Government 
giving assistance to prospecting parties? I think that would be a harder matter to decide. 

147. You would not be in favour of providing bodies of men with wages? No, I would not. 
148. Nor are you in favour of providing them with food? No, unless under a thoroughly trustworthy 

head, because I have seen cases where it has been squandered. 
149. Then you would be most in favour of bonuses? Yes, that would be the better plan. When 

they can show good work has been done and a payable field discovered, give them a bonus. 
J 50. ·what recommendation can you make to this Committee with reference to men who have pro

ceeded a certain stage in the development of a mine and then desire borrowed assistance for further 
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prospecting ?-could you recommend any system by which the Minister of Lands could be guide~l? 
Well, hardly. It requires a good deal of consideration, because some men might gn on working a claim 
and ask for assistance merely to keep them in work without any prospect of the mine developing into a 
payable one. This is a matter that wants thinking over. 

151. Then, in the event of the Govemment havi~g a prospecting vote, how would you propose to dis
tribute or apply that vote for the benefit of mining'! As I have ~lready said, by a system of bonuses. 

152. And in any other way? I do not see how you could assist a party of men, unless by half 
wages. Certainly it would never do to give the men full wages, hut you might pay them for a portion of 
their time. Say they earn £2 5s. a week at ordinary work, the Government might give them half of that, 
or just enough to keep them in tucker and tools, b:.1t not enough to enable them to sit in their tents and 
play cards on what the Government had given them. 

153.- You think it would be liable to corruption and fraud? I fancy it would. 

154. What is your opinion with regard to Commissioners on Goldfields and the establishment of 
mining boards? I wc-uld not have mining boards; they have the principle of disintegration in them. 

155. The commissioners might make use of them as asses~ors-? Yes, as assessors they would be 
useful. 

156. By the 1.viin1ster of Land~.-Do you know that provision has already been made for calling in 
assessors in any case ·where the commissioners may desire? No ; I have not looked closely into the laws. 

157. By J.lir. Stott.-Under the bonus system, suppose two parties are out prospecting and one drops 
on a good reef while the other has spent nn equal amount of rnone:'.' and been unsuccessful, which of the 
two parties would you give it to ? Certainly give it to the party that got the gold. 

158. Has not the other done good to the country?. Well, a manager who gets a' good claim is 
thought a great deal of because it pays, and another who has got a bad claim is discharged as incompetent. 
It is success that is re1Varded. 

159. Do you not think that the party which has been unsuccessful in finding gold has the most need of 
assistance? No, I do not believe in that. If you went that way to work, men would go out and do certain 
things, and then say we have been unlucky, but it will he all right, for ,ve will get the bonus. Assistance 
might be given to prospectors, but certainly not wages. 

160. Does the miner's right under the presenc system allow you to take up enough ground for a 
miner to work? I think it is qnite sufficient. 

161. By the Chaiinnan.-Are you'in favour of increasing fre price of miners' rights? No; but I 
will tell you what I do not approve of. I do not approve oflettin~ the alluvial ground over a quartz reef 
held upon lease to be worked by miner's right. The lessee should have the right to all the quartz and alluvial 
in every section of 10 acres taken up. 

162. You believe that the lessee should be entitled to the whol:i of the minerals on the area of land he 
takes? If I take up 10 acres for quartz and alluvial, I should be entitled to any alluvial, or to all alluvial, 
as well as quartz on that land. It is very troubleso:ne ; for on the Olive Branch and other claims the men 
with miners' rights have come right up to the shaft, and do not care a button for you. If you complain 
they say, "There is my miner's right, and you have nothing to do with this alluvial ; we· will work where 
we like." ~ h3:ve had a great deal of trouble sometimes as to what is alluvial and what is quartz. 

163. By the J.1finister of Lands.-But look at the other side of the question. Supposing you were an 
alluvial 'miner instead of being a manager of a quartz claim, and you saw a wealthy company in possession 
of both quartz and alluvial, and were getting so much good quartz that they did not care to touch the 
alluvial, ·but left it for years-don't you think it would be rather hard if you were debarred from work
ing that alluvial? Yes, if you look at it in that lig-ht ; but still that quartz reef which has come to the 
company was open to a:2yone else to discover and take up. 

164. But I was looking at it froni the working miners' point o:: view? I have seen them al\ over the 
surface of the Olive Branch, greatly interfering with the working of the mine. 

165. Surely that must be only temporary, because they would soon work out the alluvial? It prevents 
you from going about on your claim, and they pile up heaps ofmulk,ck here and there, covel'ing right up to 
the shaft. In Victoria the leaseholder takes the whole of it, quartz and alluvial. I think Mr. Shaw got the 
present privilege given to miners' rights to induce miners to come over from Victoria and test the thing. 
I was never bothered in the same manner in Victoria. 

166. Are you sure that it is not the case in Victoria? No, it 'is not. The Burra Burra was first 
worked for alluvial, afterwards as a quartz mine, ancl then for alluvial again. 

167. All under one lease? Yes. 

MR. WILLIAM NOBES, of lJIIoorina, examined. 

168. By the Cltairman.-Can you make any statement as to yqur experience of mining in your dis
trict? I have been co:2nected with mines during the whole time I have resided t;here-nearly 10 years

. and have seen mining in most forms, but exclusively for tin. 

~69. Will you give us some· few remarks with reference to your experience -up there, and we will 
examme you afterwards ? I first took charge of the Weld River, and worked that successfully for four 
years, then went to Mount Cameron, and since then to the Pioneer. My experience is a varied one. 

170. You have had bodies of men working under you? Ye~. 

Mining. 
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171. Have you had any difficulty with reference to the mining regulations? No, not personally, but 

I have seen many imperfections that might be renieclied. · 
172. Can you state any? "Well, for one thing, the ·regulations require yon to give notice 14 days of 

intention to apply for a lease, whereas the applicat~on itself is the best notice, and there would then be no 
time lost. Any dishonest person seeing a post with a 12 days' notice on it could antedate another notice, and 
apply for yonr section and get it. 

173. But when you put up the notice on the ground do yon not post your application to the Depart
ment? 'l'hey make you put up the notice and will not grant the application for 14 clays afterwards, and 
·any dishonest person could rob you·of your rights. 

174. You have stated an evil: now give us your opinion as to a preventative for that? I would have 
,all applications made within 48 hours of the notice, provided the registrar's office was within 10 miles. I 
do not know that this would do for the West Coast, but there is no part of the north-eastern district where. 
you could not reach a registrar within 48 hours. 

175. 1'here have been a great many remarks made about surveys and pegs-what do you think about 
the latter? I think four corner pegs are unnecessary ; one would be sufficient. In many cases you can
not trace the surveys. It is almost impossible to find the early surveys. 

176. Conld you re:!ommencl any alteration? I think if one corner peg was put in 3ft. 6in. high, a 
.trench made north and south or east and west to show the angle of the lines, and the peg marked with the 
number of the section, it would be all that would be required. 

177. By J.l'lr. Baintt.-If there was only one peg and all were liable to be obliterated, is there not 
more chance of that one pei:r being obliterated than the whole four? 'l'he frontage line can in most cases 
be found ; but the back line, where the scrub has been thick and the fires h:we ran, it is almost impossible 
to find. In the open country where the ground is marked with stakes, the stakes are broken down, limned, 
-or taken away. 

178. B_y J.lfr. Scott.-Who ought to put in these pegs when the ground is first surveyed, the applicant 
-or surveyor'! I think the surveyor should. · 

179. Is it at all necessary to put pegs in of the size in the regulations? No, I think not. 
180. 'l'he regulation stipulates for 8 inch pegs, 4 feet 6 inches above ground? Yes, with a trench 

·showing the direction of the line. 
181. You think pegs of that size unnecessary? I think one peg sufficient if the position of the line 

is shown and the number of the section given. 
182. 'l'he marking seerns to be a great cause of trouble among the miners? Yes, it is almost 

impossible to find the lines, and there is a penalty if the bailiff comes al'Onnd and finds the pegs not in. It 
is a continuous source of trouble. 

183. By i11r. Baintt.-Could you suggest anything to do away with these difficulties? I think one 
peg would be sufiicient. It requires some mark to distinguish the section, and if that one peg was placed at 
the angle in the front of the section and the positions of the lines shown by trenches, with the number of the 
·section marked on the peg, nothing farther is required. 

184. Have you ever worked alone as a private miner? I have, in Queensland. 
185. The reason I ask the question is to see if you can give us. any information as to the extent of 

,gl'Ound a miner should hold under a mineral licence? I think two or three acres. In New South Wales 
it is four acres. 

186. You think two or three acres sufficient? I think it would be a fair area-sufficient ground to 
•enable a miner to go to some outlay in bringing in water ; with anything less he would not care to go to 
much expense to work it, for the deposits are now principally on the hills and highlands, and are mostly 
patchy, at any rate those in our district. In New South Wales the four-acre syste111 is found to work well, 
-and has been the means of keeping a large mining population around Stanthorpe and at the border mines, 
where a lurg·e population is working under the mineral licence system. 

187. Do you think if some reward was offered by Govemment to pro~,pectors for the discovery of new 
mineral lands it would have the effect of promotino- the mining industry? Yes, I think it would be a very 
good step in the right direction. 

0 

1H8. In what way ·would yon .:nggest that the reward should be bestowed? Whoever discovered a 
new country within a certain distance of any known tin-field should have a reward. 

189. What distance away woultl yon consider a new field in a district like Mount Cameron? Ten 
miles. 

190. Is not that rather a long distance ? Well, I do not think there is anything within 5 miles of 
Mount Cameron that has not been looked over. 

191. Do yot1 think that reward should assume a money value, or simply a grant of an extended area 
of land? I think the money value would work best. It would induce miners to push out and exert them
selves for it. 

192. Upon what basis should that reward be given so as to prevent any imposition upon the Govern
ment? It would-have to be a field that would maintain a certain number of miners, and produce a certain 
amount of tin, to prove that it was payable ground. 

193. Don't you think in giving this reward it would be much more simple to give discov~rers an 
increased area of land than a sum of money-better and more simple, and a greater safeguar~ agamst the 
Government being imposed upon? It would be a better safeguard to the Government; but 1t would not 
hold out the same inducement to the mi,ner to push out: it is more the money reward that would actuate 
them. 
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194. Regarding miners' rig·hts, should they he issued for 12 months from a certain clay or 12 months· 
from the clay of issue, or would you give i_ntermecliate ones current for the last half of the year, and make· 
them all elate from the 1st and the middle of the year? I would have them current from the day of issue .. 
That is the Victorian plan, and it works well there. 

195. You think that a more preferable plan? I think so. 
196. By the Cliairman.-Do you think 5s. sufficient for 

upon the area. 

It would lead to more being taken. 
a mineral licence? That would depend' 

197. By 11£r-. Scott.-S{ippose a mineral licence allows you to take up 2 acres, would you consider 
5s. sufficient, in view of the fact that you pay 10s. an acre if you lease the same land? I think it a fair 
price. 

198. Still, is there not a want of equity in it? Why charge one lOs. an acre and the other 5.s. for two, 
acres? I think the ad vantag·e would be that more men would make use of it. 

199. Do you think 5.s. per acre would be low enough, or too high? I think it is quite low enough. 
200. Then by granting a man two acl'es for 5s. you would make it still less ? I think the miner is 

heavily handicapped by rents. -Ofttimes he holds ground for a length of 1irne without being able to 
work it. 

201. vVoulcl that be a miner or a speculator? A miner and, no doubt, sperulators too. There are 
plenty of ca8es where a miner would wol'k land if be could get it at a small rental. Sometimes he cannot 
<lo anything for want of_water, but considers his land so ii;ood that he holds on to it. 

202. He consideJ·s his land so good that he holds on to it for sp~culative pmposes ? There are many 
cases where it is not so. · 

203. Do yon think two acres for a mineral licence is sufficient ? Yes, I think it _is quite as much as 
a miner should have. If this were dealt to him ~s reasonably as could be arranged, it would induce many 
miners to start prospecting, and open up ground that must otherwise remain idle. 

204. In connection with water-rights, there is a fee that has to be paid to Government for them, and a 
survey fee likewise paid to Govemment ? I think they are both wrong under the existing regulations. 
You are not allowed to cut the race until it has been snrveyed, or you are not supposed to do so, and it is 
risky, for until the survey is made you cannot get the lease of the ground, and might cut a race and then 
not get the lease. 

205. Is there any necessity for these fees being charged? I do not think there is. If the water-right 
was granted, and you were ailowed to cut a race from a certain point to the lower terminus of the race, 
that is all that would be necessary. You should be allowed to cut the race where you like, of course not. 
cutting it so as to interfere with existing rights ; but you would not do tlrnt for your own sake. 

20G. Sn1~posing :some one else wanted a race coming from the same direction, and .you had no claim to
the ground over which yom race ran, how would yon settle disputes ? If there are any circumstances by 
which your race would interfere with an existing race, you could not do it. 

207. You have no legal right, it is simply by permission that you are allowed t~ cut the race? You. 
would not be allowed to cut two or three races. 

208. Supposing both parties cut a- race and tbey interfered with each other, how would you settle the· 
dispute ? 'l.'he prior applicant is allo-wed to cut his race as it suits him, so long as he does not interfere 
with any applicant prior to himself. 

209. But he has no legal standing? I do not see how tha~ would affect him any more than it does. 
under the present syE_tem. If you interfere with any existing rights they have a remedy, and if any one• 
interferes with your right you have a remedy. 

210. Although you pay these fees to the Government for these rights, have you no claim to the mce ?' 
Yes, you have a traciug. 

211. The very fact that the Govemmer.t has surveyed the race gives you a claim? Yes. 
212. Under the other system you could cut a race where you liked? Yes, from the point of com-

mencement to the termination. 
213. Then you propose to abolish all fees in connection with water-rights? Yes. 
214. By tl,c Chairnian.-But if the race cut between those points has to pass over ground held by 

other men, you must pay some fee to give you the right to hold it. If you abolished fees, would you not 
abolish all claims to race::<? You would have to apply for the water-right as now. 

215. But you pay no survey fee, and, consequently, there would not be any claim upon the Govern-· 
ment, nor anything to prove that claim. VVould it not be better to !'educe the fees than to abolish them?· 
Yes, perhaps it would; but I do not think that would affect the ac.tual facts as to the race. 

216. Unless some charge is made how would you define the right, and what protection would yoLl 
,have for it? The charge for the application gives you a claim to the water-right. The survey does not 
give you any claim to the ,rnter-race ; it is simply made for the information of the Department. Any 
question arising or any dispute is settled by the Commissioner, and the survey is very little guide to him. 

217. By 111r-. Scott.-The course that the survey traverses gives no right to the water, but does it not 
give a legal right to the ground which the surveyor has marked for you? Provided it does not interfere 
with existing rights. 

218. Still, when a surveyo1: makes that survey surely he will endeavour not to interfere with existing· 
1·ights. When he has done so he gives you a legal claim to that land, and by your not getting that ground 
surveyed would it not be more detrimental to the miner to waive this right than to pay for the survey? 
The fees are very heavy. I do not know that my suggestion is a good one, but I do not know any other 
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remedy for the heavy charge of ls. 3d. per chain for surveys when some of the races are over 3 miles long. 
I am speaking for the Moorina district more than any other ; I do not know how it affects the others. 
I know there is ground held on lease where it would pay to bring water on, but the holders are prevented 
by reason of the charges for survey foes. They have to wait for their survey, and then it is 3 or 4 months 
before they get the line and are allowed to cut the race. These are the difficulties we are labouring unrler 
now, and by doing away with the surveys you get rid of these obstacles; making the application for so 
many heads of water and the right to cut a race from that point to another given point. 

219. Would it not be better to make the fees lower than to abolish them altogether? Perhaps it 
would. Of course to have it surveyed as now is better, if there were no fees. 

220. Then you deem it is better to have the surveys? Yes, I do, simply because all would know then 
that the race is in existence. · 

221. What is your opinion about working small sections of tin_ ground under the mineral licence 
system-would there be much ground wrought under that system? A great deal more than at the present 
time. A great deal more prospecting would be done in a bona fide manner if a man knew he was free of 
the 11otice regulation and all form of application, and was free to prospect under the licensing system. 

. 222. Are you of opinion that small sections would be taken up by co-operative bodies of miners? 
Yes, I have seen it work well in other colonies-in both Qtrnensland and New South Wales. At Stanthorpe 
there is a large population that would not be there if it was not for the mineral licence system, the ground 
being patchy and small. 

223. Would you have any limit to the number of miners combining together to take up ground under 
the mineral licence system? I do not think I would. It might be necessary for a large number of men to 
amalg·amate for the purpose of bringing water on to the ground, cutting a tail race. If the ground was 
situated on a creek, with 5 men?n each side they could work better and more profitably if they amalgamated. 

224. By the C!tainnan.-Ha:ve you had any experience in connection with the commissioners settling 
disputes in your district? Yes, frequently. 

225. Does the present system seem_ to answer the requirements of the district? Yes, I think so. 
226. Do you know whether on any occasion assessors have been called in 7 No. 
227. Then you do not know of the ijystem of coin missioners with assessors to assist ? No, it has 

never been required in our district. 
228. Have you had any experience in taking up abandoned ground? Yes. 
229. Has it come under your notice that difficulties arise in taking up ground ,vhere the required 

portion overlaps the lines of an old block ?-have you had any difficulty in getting the land resurveyed in 
the form you wanted it, not confining yourself to the 01·iginal boundaries? I have taken up two or three 
blocks at Wyniford River where the sections have been surveyed four or five times. 

230. Do you think it would be any advantage to have permanent surveys by having the country diYided 
into permanent blocks, or would difficulties arise from such a system? I think the present system could be 
bettered, but I am hardly prepared to say how at the present time. 

231. By ]Hr. Scott.-Under the permanent system you would have to take the blocks as they stood, 
and would not be allowed to take 20 acres out of an 80 acre section, or to cut the sections into any other 
form: do you think that would be an advisable-system to adopt? No, not without mineral licences were 
granted. If mineral licences were granted it would not matter whether there was permanent survey or not. 
There are plenty of large sections it would not pay anyone to take up as a whole, but there might be small 
patches in it that would pay a man under the mineral licence system. 

232. By the Chairman.-Supposing a number of men take up 80 acres, and after prospectin(J' it find 
10 acres of really good ground when th-ey get it resnrveyed and only pay rent on the 10 acres,':...would 
that not he permitting a monopoly? It would be a difficult matter to get pver. 

233. Could it not be got over by limiting each party to 10 acres ?-do you think that area would 
be sufficient? No; in many cases 20 acres would not be sufficient, for there is so much dead work required 
,that it would hardly pay to take it up in smaller areas. 

234. Have you any further st~ggestions to make? I should like to remark in addition to my evidence 
that I think it will be a most difficult matter to frame equitable mineral laws and. regulations for the North
East Coast tin mines without first forming a central mining board, to be composed of delegates from the 
different mining centres. The industry is so varied in its wants and requirements, each district havin{J' 
its own particular features, and consequently is only thoroughly understood by the local men, that I think 
the deleo-ates should be elected by the,miners of each district, subject, of course, to qualifications. A meeting 
of such ~nen, I think, would have the effect of blending the laws and regulations to suit all. 

234A. Under the present circumstances you would not recommend any alteration? No, not in relation 
to the area of the section. 

235. By llfr. Fenton.-It has been suggested that all surveys should be permanent and never altered 
after they are once made, but that in connection with the permanent surveys a system of mineral licence 
should be allowed-would you favour that? Yes, that would be right. 

236. Would there be any difficulty with permanent surveys if there happened to be four sections 
abandoned, and an applicant afterwards wanted to take up the four corner pieces of these sections to make 
a new section ?-how would he be !lble to take them? Four 20 a'.Jre sections. 

237. Or, under the mineral licence system, 2 acres ? Yes. 
238. By Jlfr. Barrett.-Do you think the business could be expedited and cheapened by having the 

office of the Secretary of Mines in Launceston? It would for our district in every way. · 
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. 2.'3~. Have yo_u ever been inconvenienced by not ;finding the ~·equisite information in Launceston and 
1osmg time by havmg to go to Hobart? I have, on several occas1011s. · 

240. Have other people been simihirly inconvenienced to any great extent? I have known many. cases. 
24L In your opinion it would he a step in the right direction lo have the headquarters of the Mining 

-.Department in Launceston? Yes, it would benefit our district in many respects. 
242. By llfr. Fenton.-Do you think it right that a miner working on a gold lease should have to 

_:work under a miner's right? Yes, 1 clo, for his own protection. 

243. How do you explain that? His miner's right gives him protection .. 
244. Suppose he is working for a company for wages? I do not know how to answer that question. 
245. It is not necessarf in working on a tin lease to work under a miner's right? No. 

MR. .TAM.ES OGlLVIE, examined. 

246. By the Chaii·man.-W:here do yon reside? At Gladstone. 
247. You have had a great deal of experience in tin mining? Yes. 
248. Sin~e when? Since the commencement of tin mining in Tasmania. 
249. By 1Tf1·. Scott.-W ould a mineral licence ~llowing a miner to take up a certain amou11t of ground 

:,be an advantage to the general working miner in working tin? Yes, I think so, to tlte general working 
mmer. 

250. What quantity of ground would you be in favour of a man holding under a mineral licence? I 
have given the matter considerable consideration, and I think two acres would be enough for one man. 

251. Seeing that a miner's right at the present time is 5s., and the lease for tin ground being 5.~. per 
,acre, how would you propose to equalise this discrepancy? Anyone leasing 10 acres of ground· would have 
,to pay £2 10.s., and any five miners could hold the same quantity for 25s., and such a discrepancy ought not 
· to exist? I wrote a letter to Mr. Packer, at the request of this committee, and from that it will be seen 
.that I have long seen the inequalities of the present system of rents. They are not paying fairly according 
.to what they get under the present system, and it would be worse under a miner's right. I believe, in 
justice, that the rents should be collected upon the tin obtained by levying a royalty upon it. This would 
be actual puyment by result. There is so much unfairness under the present system. One man pays £20 

.a year for an 80 acre section, and he P.erhaps gets five tons of tin out of it, while another man paying· the 
·same rent gets 150 tons of tin. There is a case of great inequality there, and it would stand altering.' The 
mineral licence would get over it to a very great extent, particularly by avoiding the necessity to take up 
"large areas. If a return were p1'epared of the ground that has been worked .in my district, and the rents 
collected for leases in the district, it woulci be found that £30 or £40 per acre had b.een paid to the 
Government for th,~ ground that had actually been worked. . . 

252 . .By Jlfr. BwTett.-Which, in your opinion, best tends to the development. of the mineral 
resources of the colony, the individual energy of the working ii.liner, or capital contributed to work on lease? 
That is a very large question. There are vel'y often claims that cannot be worked without a certain amount 
of capital out of the read1 of the ordinary working miner. Companies have spent large · sums of money in 

··the district I am connected with, without any payable result. 
253. Do you knnw which has been the most successful-your own energy unaided by capital, or the 

capitalist? I have been in the Mount Cameron district before any companies were started, and there was 
much more energy put into the work, more tin go~ out, and a larger quantity of European labour on the 
field than now. But other causes have been operating. They are mainly working now on the large spurs. 
·.If water is supplied tlrn experienced working miner is the man to settle on the field. . 

254-. If the working miner contributes most to the development of the mineral resources, then the 
Government ought to make him some consideration r Yes. 

255. V.l ell, if the rent is 5s., and you le,t a working miner hold two acres for the same sum, that is a just 
premium in favom of the working miner? I think the rental is a small matter for the working miner. If 
you settle four men on eight acres you g·et £1 from them ; but the general revenue is far more benefited 
>than if yot1 let a 20 acre block to a company, because they may work it with two men, and probabiy would 
let it lie idle for a lengthened period without doing anything· with it ; whereas a miner would work it or 
give it up, and another would take it up. There ·is one remark I desire to make in connection with miners' 
Tights. It is an important question. I have advoeated these mineral licences publicly and pnvately, and 
considerable di~cussion. has arisen from the action I have taken in the matter. In this way I have got the 
opinions ofa good many, and have had my own views considerably altered. Everything I have said _in 
-reO'ard to it is perfectly in accord with views of others. But there is an element that ought not to be .let m, 
ai~d that is the Chinese element. 

256. By lvir. Fenton.-How would the alterations affect them? They are on the same footing as we . 
-:are now; but leases are rather complicated matters, and take a considerable amount of money. Once you 
grant them a mineral licence they would soon be supplied with them, and by pr~wling about the ground 
·would cause considerable trouble with the Europeans. . 

257. Then you tl~ink unless the Chinese are excluded it would be better not to make this alteration 'l 
Yes, I think so. I would prefer to remain under the leasing system than encourage the Chi1}e~e. 

258. You are not an admirer of the Chinese? I have employed them a great deal, and find them ve1y 
;useful as tributers on a field ; but that is theii- place-no more. · 
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259. I suppose you consider water-races necessary for the development of tin mines? Yes, decidedly .. 
260. Do you consider surveys should be made for them and rates charged ? No, surveys are not 

Tequired, and the charges are unnecessary. · 
261. How could yon hold a water-right claim crossing Government ground unless you have it surveyed 

and pay the fee? Simply by putting in the regulations that any applicant for a water-right shall have· 
power to cross over Government ground. 

262. Have you any idea what the law is in other colonies with reference to water-races? No, I am 
not acquainted with them. 

263. Do you consider it a sufficient guarantee to hold it upon a mere application? You register your· 
water-right, and have it marked sufficiently to identify the intake. 

264. That mark is no use tinless a survey is made, is it? Under a mineral licence a certam area is
granted. It is not defined in any way. The water-right might be given in the same way. 

265. Unless you have some claim or right to show, the mere fact of holding possession would not be
sufficient in case of dispute-such as anyone crossing your race : you must have some title to prevent 
trespass? The general spirit under which mining- laws are administered is that miners shall not in any way 
interfere with one another ; but all facilities shall be given by one to another to go through ground, bar 
damages, for which compensation by arbitration. But in going over crown land all surveys and traverses
are a useless and unnecessary expense. 

266. By 1lfr. Bm-r.ett.-Supposing the race is not surveyed, what right or title have you to tlie 
ground through which it goes? Just simply what the application for a water-right to take water from a 
running· stream at a particular point will confer upon you-the right to cut into crown land and to carry 
it over. 

267. All these things should be registered, and how is the Govemment to undertake all this without 
any payment being made? I do not think it is necessary to have it plotted down and all those charges· 
connected with it. I may have a water-right working at a certain level, and if I wanted to alter it would 
have to pay 2s. Gel. per chain again for a new tracing and new levels. If it was done otherwise, I would 
simply have a little document or licence given me, and so long as I did not interfere with others could · 
carry it ont a:s I liked. 

268. w·hat is your opinion about pegging out claims as prescribed .by 8 inch posts 4 feet 6 inehes -
above ground ?-do you consider it is necessary to have one at each corner of the ground? 'l'he surveyor 
ought to put such peg·s and marks as may be needful for securely defining the land. The lessee shonlcl 
put up on one of the surveyor's corner pegs the number of the lease and the regulation to define the angle .. 
The present regulation about large peg·s and trenches is a mistake. Surveyors' peg·s are held sacred by 
miners, and it would be wise to maintain this feeling. 

· 269. By 11£-r. Barrett.-Is the-present charge for mineral leases too high? 'rhe charge is ·5s_ per 
acre, and operates very uneqnally; but I do not see any way of getting· out of that except ,by a system of" 
1·oyalties so as to equalise it. 

270. B.1/ i!te Cltairnian.-Are you iri favour of miners enquiring into any difficulties that may arise, 
by the establishment of a central board in Launceston composed of delegates from the different districts, as 
in some of the other colonies? I think if there·were fewer mining laws and regulations it would be better .. 
Mining land should be worked as simply as other land umler the Waste Lands Act. I do not sr.e why there· 
should be any more complication in working land for minerals than for grazing. The rent would be more 
equitably fixed if collected upon royalty. Gordon, an old miner, who was manager of the Star of Hope, 
was working at Amber Creek on a 20 acre lease, but only¾ of an acre was touched, and dming the two· 
years he was working there he paid £10 rent. There are other cases harder than this. 

271. By JJ:l-r. Scott.-How much tin did he take out of it? In the two years perhaps •1 tons. 
272. That would be a royalty of at the rate of £2 10s. a ton? Exactly, but many cases are harder · 

t1ian that. The whole of the mining legislation has been as if all claims were like the Brothers' Home and 
Bischoff. The mining laws and reg·ulations have yet to be made for the small men. · 

273. By the Chainnan.-Are the working miner,; fully satisfied with the commis~ioners, and not in 
favour of boards? All mining cases should be tried by a jury, the same as small debts cases. 

274. Has there been any difficulty in getting disputes settled on the fields where you were workinrr? · 
No difficulty in g·etting them settled by the commissioner, but -the commissioner's decision is not ahYa3•s. 
according to the fooling of the community as to the justice of the case. 

275. Do they ever use assessors to act as jurors? No, none in such cases. 

276. The Act provides that they shall have that privilege? Yes, 1 have just noticed that lately, but. 
that Act is defective. The fees want abolishing, 11nd the privilege of challenging coi1ferrecl on parties before 
the court, who also should have the power to say whether the case should be tried by asse,,:sors or by 
·commissioner alone. · 

277. Would it be an advantage to the n1iners in your district if the office of' the Mines Department 
was at Launceston instead of being at Hobart? 'rhe office of Secretary of Mines should be as near to the
nelcl as possible. 

278. Do yon think greater facilities would be given if delegates appointed by each of the centres of· 
mining population were to consult periodically with the Secretary of Mines? Most decidedly. The·· 
regulations want altering often, and the Secretary of Mines may be a most competent man, but he would be 
greatly a'ssi~ted byJ)l'actical men. 

· ', 279. By wliat· process ought such delegates to be appointed? I am not acquainted with the workinu. · 
of such systeiµs elsewhere, but no doubt the information coultl be obtained. ·

0 
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280. If you .wer;s electing. a -road tl'ust, or anything- of that kind, how would you proceed? Call a 

,meeting and elect then;. 
281. By miners? Oh yes, by miners . 
282. By J}fr. Fct.ton.-ls it a fa.et that the last owner of a forfeited lease can claim compensation from 

anyone taking it up, for surface improvements? It is not clear to me, but it ought to be a fact. There is 
a statement that surfac~ improvements shall be paid by the lessee, but it is not clear to me. 

283. Do you thir:k there should be any limit to the time within which lie should be allowed to claim? 
If the land is never taken up by a second applicant he never gets anything ; but if another man comes in· 

.and uses his smvey, hie darn, his head-race, or tail-race he i11ust pay the original lessee for them. 
284. Up to what time ? I do not know that there should be £ny limit. If a man makes use of them 

-he should pay for them. · 
285. By .kfr. Ba7Tett.-But if the incoming lessee does not use them-assuming that the original 

lessee has constructed a catch-water and has spent £400 on surface improvements of that nature, and the 
Government then undertakes to supply the water, thi8 clam, &c. would be no use to him-should the man 
who has taken up the forfeited lease pay for them then? Cases may happen where the improvements would 
·not be used, but it can always be settled by al'bitration as the law provides. There is one remark I desire 
to make respecting forfeitures. All notices respecting forfeiture of leases and cancelling of applications, 
together with all other matters affecting miners, should be published in the daily papers, the Gazette not 
·being come-at-able by miners, and their ground might be forfeited before they arn aware. Also, forfeited 
_areas should be treated from the day of forfeiture as other Crown la11ds ; the 14 clays allowed now, when 
application may be made without noticing, when if more than one applies it is sold by auction, is a catch
penny kind ofprocecltue that should cease. 

286. Do you understand what is meai;it by permanent surveys 7 Not clearly. I have had it partially 
Bxplained -to me, and believe it means that once a ~ection has been surveyed it is fixed in that form. 

287. Would you support that system? No; I believe it wou~d be better to break up the blocks if 
-req ui reel. 

2t:!8. Do you think miners' rights should date from the clay they are taken out or from the beginning 
of the year? I do not see that it would make much difference. Y cu can _always get another when the elate 
expires. 

289. Are you in favour of votes for prospecting parties ? Yes. 
290. How -should d1ey be expended? ·without prospecting therci is a want of continuity in the tin mining 

industry. I do not think the ordinary miner is able to do prospectir.g. I think where it is kno,vn there 
·is a deep lead country the Government should adopt some means to get at it. 

291. ·would you a:lvocate any portion of the vote being given t0 prospecting parties to assist them in 
prospecting operations in the bush? Under proper supervision I ttink it would be wise to spend a limited 

. sum in that way in some districts. 
292. Are you in fa-vour of applying a portion of the vote to assist deep sinking? Yes. 
293. By J'J!Ir. Scott.-Have you ever been put to inconvenience yourself by the !Jllmmg -office 

being at Ho hart? I have lost some thousands of pounds, partly cai;_secl by the distance the office is away 
from the district. 

294. Have you eve1· known of anyone in your district being dO inconvenienced? It is constantly 
,arising. 

295. By J1fr. Fenton. - "With regard to a central board, are you in favom -of it or not? I am in 
favonr ofit. , 

296. And the head quarters of the central board should be-where? The head quarters of the central 
.board should be where t::ie mining office and the Secretary of :Mines should be-in Launceston. I am not 
-at all in favour of it beir:g at Hobart. 

297. Do you think the delegates should be elected by miners under their miners' rights ? Yes, 'by all 
,persons holding miners' rights, licences, or leases. 

298. By the Cha1-1nun.-Are there any further remarks you wish to make? I do not consider notices 
·published in the Gazette of any use ; mining information should 1Je published in the daily papers. I think 
old workings takeri up 1n.der miners' rights should be given at double the usual area, or at half rent if 
occupied under lease. All restrictions about cultivating the soil sho-.1ld be removed. The effect of these 
,restrictions has been to stop all surface improvement and the erection of permanent ·homes in niining· fields. 
It is from this cause that. we have, after 11 years, to get all our eggs, ·butte1·, horse-feed, &c. from other 

,districts at a great e:x:pense. · 

WEDNESDAY, OCTOBER 6, i886. 
MR. ROBERT HENRY PRICE, ei!Jamined. 

298A. By-the Oltairman.-Wimt are you, Mr. Price? A Mana.?;er of min1ng companies. 
299. What companies do you manage ? The Tasmania, Florence Nightingale, and other companies. 

• 300. In what distrints are the mines of the companies you manage? In Beaconsfield, Lefroy, .and 
'Denison. 

. 301. Do you thi1ik it would be in the interest of mining generally to have .the .head ,office .at J.ami-
,ceston .? Most decidedly I do. . . .. . 
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302. Have you ever in the past been put to much inconvenience in consequence of the head office· 

being at Hobart? I cannot say I have been put to inconvenience individually, because I have always· 
found a way out of the difficulty; but many points arise which would make it a great advantage to have 
the office at Launceston. For instance, it would save a lot of correspondence and rnnning about if you 
could go straight to the Secretary of Mines. Launceston is the centre of the mining industry, and if the 
office were there miners could get at it more readily. 

303. Do you think applications for leases for either gold or other•minerals should only be received in 
the district where the land is situated, or at the head office? I think it would complicate matters very 
much if applications were to be received all ovel" the country. 

304. My question is, whether the applications should be made in the district where the land is? Take 
Lefroy, for instance : would you limit the applications for leases there to the registmr of that district alone; 
or send them all to Hobart? I would have them go to tlie commissioner of each district. 

305. Are you in favour of a vote for prospecting purposes? Yes. 
306. Have you considered the question sufficiently well to give any idea as to how you would have the

money expended? I have not given it much thought ; but the money should be spent under the super
vision of the Government to a certain extent, on the recommendation of their Inspector of Mines, as we do· 
now in connection with the aid to deep sinking. I think the vote should be on a liberal basis; but, of' 
course, you would have to be careful, as it would not do to let anyone have money to go and loaf about the 
country. 

307. In regard to the present rental for gold-bearing and mineral land, do you think them too high?' 
Yes; in Victoria the rent is 5s. per acre and in Tasmania it is £1. You have the right of renewal at the 
expiration of the lease here, but the Government can exact three times the former rent, and if you oqject to 
that, they can put it up by auction. This may seem fair at first blush, and with good dividcnd-payin11 mines there could be no objection to paying· three times the former rental : it must be home in mind, 
though, that while tlie dividend tax is imposed the dividend-paying mines are handicapped twice over. I 
think the rent should be 10s, an acre, with the right of renewal-that is, double the Victorian rent. 
Certainly, if the rent remains as it is the claims should have a right of renewal. This is a matter that has 
been legislated upon three times already. In the first case lessees had the 1·ight.of renewal without extra 
11ayment; then that was repealed, and lessees were left to apply again and again. As the leases would 
expire at 12 o'clock at night, it was in the power of anyone to peg out your claim the moment your lease· 
expired. Then the right of renewal was again given at an advanced rental, while, in the event of any 
objection, the lease could be put up by auction,-which is the present state of the law. Yon can now claim, 
the right of renewal by giving a month's notice. · 

308. As to miners' rights, do you think they should Le issued for 12 months from the date of issue,. 
or, as it is now, from a fixed day in the year? That, again; is a vexed question, and one the miners have 
taken a great interest in. Many are of opinion, and my own opinion is, that the miner's right should be 
issued fOl' 12 months from any day. This was at one time the law, but the miners objected to it, and upon 
their representations they were all made to date from the 1st of January. There is just this to be said 
about the system of making them run for 12 montl1s from the day of issue, the miners will have to look out 
when the rights expire, but that is their .own look out. The law once was that a right was taken out for 
12 months from the 1st of January, and at the end of June yon could take one out for six months, and it 
worked well, though it was done away with. · · 

309. Do you think it right that miners employed on leases held by companies should be compelled to 
take out miners' rights? No, not to enable them to work ; but I think it is just where they live on Crown 
land tlrnt they should take out a miner's right. It is right to make a man with a family do so ; but in the 
case of his two or three sons, who do not live on Crown land, but in lodgings, it is rather hard to make 
them take out miners' rights, or other single men who live in lodgings. A miner should not have to take· 
out a miner's right to allow him to work on a claim, but should do so if he was going prospecting, or to· 
hold a residence area on Crown land. 

310. By Mr. Harvlws.-In what. way do yon consider mining would be benefited by allowing 
applications for mineral lands at Launceston and Hobart, where no· mining occurs? I do not know that 
mining would benefit by it, but it is a public convenience. If I have a man out prospecting for me-my 
money is in Launceston-and he sends to me to ta)rn up a piece of land, I can do it in Launceston. If, on 
the other hand, I have to send him the money I do not know to whom I am trusting· it, and he may 
take up land that is no use to me. It is no benefit to mining, but it is a public convenience .. 

' 311. Do you not consider such a system fails to give the same publicity as when the application is 
made locally where the land.is situated? There is n~t the same publicity given to tin as there is to gold. In 
gold, when you make your application for a lease in Launceston you have to post a notice at the 11earest post 
office to the place of operations. It is not so :with applications for tin leases, and therefore there is not the 
same publicity given. 

312. You think that all the benefits derived from publicity are not met by making the· applications 
at Launceston and Hobart, only that it is a business consideration-to managers of companies, for instance? 
Not to managers of companies only, but to others interested in Hobart and Launceston. Of course, there is 
no advantage whatever to mining •. 

313. By M1·. Bm-rett.-Do you think the payment of the dividend tax acts p,rejudicially- against 
mining? There is no question about it; the dividend tax does act prejudicially against mining, inasmuch 
as you may be in a lot of companies, and sink a lot of money in mining, even in the pm-ticular mine that 
is paying dividends, while directly you get a dividend the Government comes down for the dividend tax. 
If Parliament determines to still adhere to the dividend tax it should not be enforced· until the mine bad 
paid back wliat tl1e shareholders had put into it. Then I think wt' should have renew.a.ls without })uttina
on any extra rent, whatever the rent may be, on account of Hie dividend tax.. 

0 
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. 314. If the dividend tax was not in existence thei·e would no: be anything said about paying three 

times the amount of rrnt upon the renewal of the lease? No. 
315. Is there anything you could suggest in a general way fo:· improving the laws and reguladons. at 

the present time ? There is just one thing I had in my mind to scggest. In pegging out claiins ·to leases, 
one party may peg out what he considers to be 10 acres-and as a J"ule he takes g:ood care to peg out quite 
sufficient, because the surveyor will not give you more, though he will take you back-and another party 
comes along and pegs out 10 acres adjoining·. If the first applicrnt has taken two acres too much the 
surveyor puts him bac.k, but he does not bring me up to the line of the first a·p1j]icant, tho'i.1gh I intendecl 
to join him. Of com-.,:e, if I knew he had over-pegged 1 could have over-pegged too, but miners are not 
smveyors. I think the applicant adjoining an original application should have the right to be shifted· up to 
adjoin the other, as hi£; intention was to a<ljoin that other, ancl it is not his fault that the original man has 
over-pegged. The result of this is that the ground between them i3 left vacant. 

316. Do difficulties and disputes arise from this piece of ground being left vacant? Yes, because one 
man expects he is adjou1ing the other, and finds he is not, as there :s this piece between them. 'l'hen, so far 
as mineral leases are concerned, it is the opinion of many people in Launceston that a party taking up an 
80-acre section of mineral lancl should have the privilege of surrendering the lease if he found it · was not 
remunerative and taking up any portion of it. Of course, he may surrender the lease now, but then he 
mns the risk of not getting the portion he wants. 

317. By M1·. Ha:mlws.-Do you think it would be an improvement. in .our laws that any per~on who 
cm1ld satisfactorily prove priority of occupation, and yet had made any errors in his application, should 
be confirmed in his rig-hts? I have been impressed with that idea. It is only right, when a man can show 
a bona fide priority of occupation, that he should have a right to the ground. There is no doubt about it. 

318. You are awa-:-e that the pr13sent system of surveys is contiact surveys: do you think the surveys 
would be better effected if the surveyo!"s were paid permanent salaries and all .fees were paid into the 
Treasury? My own idea is that that system should be carriecl out, all surveys being done under Govern
ment. 

319. Do you think it militates against the interests of the country when surveyors refuse to go some 
distance away and only take up work in their immediate vicinity? No doubt it does. 

320. Are you in favour of Chinese holding leases on our goldfields? I do not s0e any oluection, pro-
vided they are naturaliEed. . 

321. Then you are of opinion that no right or privilege uncle:- the Gold Fields Act should be granted 
to the Chinese unless they are naturalised? No, it should not. · 

322. By 11£1·. Ba.n·ett.-From your experience have you found the existing system of commissioners 
sufficient to settle disp·.1tes which arise? Yes. I have had some very important cases befoJ"e the commis
sioners, and I think both sides have had to acknowledge that tlie decisions have been just and quite 
sufficient. 

323. Then you think they ,;ould not derive any practical :cssistance from the institution of mining 
boards ? I clo not think the establishment of mining boards woulcl be a good thing. . 

324. By 11:fr. Cor..ma.y.-In the event of there being a central commissioner, do you favour delegates 
being appointed from centres of mining population? No. I have had a gl'eat deal of experience of gold 
mining in all shapes and forms, and have never suffered any incoll'rnnience, and have never known anyone 
to suffer any inconvenience, from the commissioners acting alone. 

· 325. 'l'hen you do not favour mining boards at all? No, I do not. 
326. Do you think, if the proposed prospecting vote is granted, it wou!J benefit mining if any portion 

of it was devoted to using the diamond drills under Government sur:erintendence? Yes, I favour that. 
327. Do you think there is any field whete the indications are favourable for expenditure in pro

specting with the diamond drill at Beaconsfield? Not only at Beac:onsfield, hut at Lefroy and the' Denison 
too. 

328. At Back Creek do you think there are favourable indicationsfor expenditure in testing with the 
diamond drill there? Yes. No reef has been found tl1ere yet, but ::10 doubt there is a reef in the vicinity, 
judging by the shed of gold. 

329. Do you think the position the 
1

Government Geologist o,2cupi'es as Geologist and Inspector of 
Mines requires alteration ?-do you not think it would be better fo;- him to attend solely to the duties of 
Geologist, and that it complicates his duties too much to hold the other office as well? It would be very 

. much better if the offices were separated. 
330. Is there not an inspector under him ? No. Mr. Harrison is in charge of the· diamond drills, 

and he acted as inspectm· and tested some boilers at the Tasmania ~ne. 
331. Have you evEr come into contact with him in examining the undergrouncl workings? I do not 

think he ever inspected the underground workings. 
332. Do you not tbink the interests of mining would be bettEr-attended to if there was a thoroughly 

practical inspector-that is, a man thoroughly acquainted with tiJ.nbering, &c.? In the event of Mr: 
Thureau being taken for other work, my own opinion is that we should have a man thoroughly acquainted 
wjth the timbering of m:nes. 

333. By jJfr. Har,:,lws.-You have stated that you are not ir: favour of mining boards : are you 
acquainted with the functions of mining boards? Only by what I read of their operations in Victoria. 
From what I have read about them I should not favour them. 

334. Wl1y? Because they would only tend to clog and fetter 1 hings more than at present. I think it 
would be better to leave matters as they are . 

Mining. 
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335. Are you aware that mining boards are exclusively formed for the purpose of tendering advice to 

the authorities as to required amendments to the mining laws and regulations? Yes. 
336. And you think such boards very objectionable? I do not see any advantage from having them. 
337. Do you think advice comes better in the promiscuous manner in which it is now given? There 

has been a great outcry lately that the mining laws want altering, but as a rule the commissioners of gold
fields are quite competent to advise the Government in matters requiring attention. 

338. By .Mr. Comvay.-Do you think the commissioners of goldfields have any knowledge of mining? 
I can only speak of those I have come in contact with. The two gentlemen we have had in Launceston 
had a knowledge of'mining gained in travelling through mining districts-no ot,J1er practical knowledge. 

339. I suppose you are aware that in other colonies delegates are appointed to confer with and p:ive 
advice to officials such as we liave here upon any mining question? Yes ; but I do not think it is any 
advantage to them. 

340. It is said to work very well in the other colonies? I do not see that it works well. I see by 
the papers sometimes that it does not work well in Victoria. 

341. By J.ffi•. Ham/w.~.-Have you, or have you not, had any practical knowledge of the working of 
mining boards? No; I only give you my opinion, wl1ich you must take for what it is worth. 

342. By J.1:lr. Coinvay.-With regard to the assistance given to deep sinking, do you think the 
regulations framed sufficiently lil;>eral ?-take the Lefroy, for instance, do you think a more liberal system 
could be adopted ? Yes ; I think where a claim is down 400 feet, and from force of circumstances they 
have left off working and the mine is filled with water, I think the Government should assist to unwater 
it. That is one thing. A~ain, I think the vote should extend to surface expenditure as well as sinking
that is on the principle of £1 for £1. At present it is only for sinking and cross-cutting. 

343. Do you favour assistance in the shape of loans if secnrity can be given? Yes; that has worked 
very well in Victoria. I recently noticed that a company in that colony had borrowed a small amount 
which it lrnd afterwards repaid and paid a dividend, when, but for the a:'lsistance given, it would have been 
wound up. 

344. What is your opinion as to the division or application of a prospecting vote if it passes ?-could 
you suggest any scheme by which loans could be effected? I am not aware of the basis upon which the 
loans are regulated in Victoria, but the information could be obtained ; and I should favour the adoption 
of a similar system here, as it seems to work successfully. 

345. By J.lir. Barrett.-Have you any other suggestions tq offer? There is a great deal of talk 
touching the labour clauses. The Tasmanian Mining Department has just adopted the system they have 
::i.clopted in Victoria. Directly rents are clue they send you a notice stating that you are liable to 
forfeit within 30 days; that is a great improvement. Regarding the labour clauses being enforced, I think 
anyone applying to ·have the labour clauses enforced should be prepared to show that he would bona .fide 
work the claim. If a man has spent a lot of money in working a claim, and another man applies for 
forfeiture of it on the ground that the labour clause has not been complied with, it should nut be forfeited 
unless the applicant is prepared to work it himself. If he is not prepared to work it, then the oi·iginal 
holder should be· allowed to keep it. 

346. By J.11·1·. Hamlws.-Are you aware that the Government have frequently applied to the Laun
ceston Stock Exchange for advice as to the revision of the mining laws? No, I do not think the 
Government have ever applied to them. That has come about in this way : the 8tock Exchange, 
knowing that the Government were preparing a measure, have applied for a copy of it, and have then 
made suggestions of their own accord. 

347. Then, you are aware that the Launceston Stock Exchange has given the Government advice 
gratuitously: do you think they are more competent to o-ive advice than a body of selected miners who 
are engaged in practical mining? It depends a great deal°upon whom the Government would appoint, or 
the board that would be appointed. 

348. T.he boards would be elected by the miners? The position that the Launceston Stock Exchange 
has taken up is this : it is not exactly what the boards would do. The Government has been framing new 
regulations, and the Exchan·ge has sent for a copy of them, and after going through them, has made 
certain recommendations. It does not frame the regulations. Of course there is a difference between a 
working miner and one connected ,,,ith mining. 

349. Your reply indicated that the Launceston Stock Exchange has been a committee of criticism on 
the proposals of the Government : do you not think that a committee of criticism would be better 
composed of a body of practical miners elected by the miners themselv:es? Not better, but equally as 
good. 

MR. THORNTON ROOT, examined. 
350. By the C!tairrnan.'-Where do you reside? · At Waratah. 
351. What is your profession or business? Manager of the West Bischoff Tributing Company. 
352. What experience have yc,11 liad in mining? I have spent all my Australian life in mining-

from the latter end of 1852, principally in Victoria. 
353. I presume in gold mining? Yes, principally in gold mining. 
354. How long have you been at Waratah? About six years.· 
355. During which period you have been engaged in tin mining? Yes. 
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356. In regard to rents for mineral and gold-bearing land, do you thiuk the present rents too high? I 
do, most decidedly. 

357. What would you recomm13nd their being reduced to? In Victoria they have been reduced to 
5s. per acre; but, even supposing you reduce gold leases to 10s. per acre, it would be far better. 

358. And for other minerals ? I do not see there should. be any difference with respect to the rent 
paid for tin or for gold. Other minerals might remain as they are. 

359. What extent. of ground ought to be allowed for a prospecting area? I think the areas laid down 
in the Regulations are altogether too large. 

360. For gold? Yes, for gold they are much. too large. ,For instance, the present law allows 10 
acres where the distance from another claim does not exceed a quartet; of a mile ; not exceeding half a mile, 
20 acres; not exceeding a mile, 30 acres ; not exceeding two miles, 40 acres ; and over two miles, 50 acres. 
This is altogether too much. In Victoria, if a miner goes out prospecting and discovers a payable field-a 
field to produce so many thousand ounces of gold, or to support so mauy men for 12 months or two years, 
he gets perhaps £2000, but he is only entitled to an ordinary prospecting claim, no matter what the 
distance away from other fields is. 

361. What is an ordinary claim? 80 yards along the line of reef, and 160 yards makes a pros
pecting claim. You must be a quarter of a mile away from the last claim before you can take up a 
prospecting claim, and that is only double the ordinary area. Our areas _are altogether too large. I am a 
gold miner, and am likely to he so for the rest of my life, as I am now fit for very little else, and however 
pleased I might be to take up 30 acres if I found anything, I think it is altogether too much. 

362. What do you consider a proper area? Ten acres. If such large areas are allowed to be taken 
np by a few men, they shut out a number of legitimate miners who may come after them. A man can do a 
good deal of prospecting on 10 acres, and if he finds anything good on 10 acres he can get as much from a 
company for it as for 150 ac1·es. If the discovery is good 10 acres is sufficient, if it is no good 10 acres is 
too much. 

363. Within what distance do you recommend that a prospecting area should be allowed? Not 
nearer than one mile. 

364. In regard to other minerals-say tin-what area would you think large enough? I must say I · 
have not heard any complaints with respect to the areas for tin mining, but not having had practical 
experience myself in pegging out such areas, I cannot speak from experience. 

365. Should applications for gold or mineral leases only be received in the district where the land is 
situated, or do you think they should only be lodged with the commissioners there or elsewhere? I think 
applications should be made to nearest commissioner, whoever he may be. In Victoria, after a man has 
pegged out his claim he is supposed to register that with the mining registrar within 48 hours, so that there 
is always proof that he is in occupation. It was thought useful, as it saved a lot of litigation as to the 
priority of ownership of claims. · 

366. By 1lfr. Hamltes.-That registration is to be clone locally? Yes. In districts where I have 
been there has always been a registrar or district surveyor, who is empowered to receive registrations. 

367. By tlte Cltafrman.-Do you think miners' rights should be issued for 12 months from the day of 
issue, or, as now, from one fixed day? I think they should all be for 12 months from the date of issue, 
most decidedly. 

368. Do you think miners employed upon claims, and working for a company, ought tu be compelled 
to take out miners' rights? A man working for wag-es should not be compelled to take out a miner's 
right, but whe1;e he holds ground for others he should be forced to take out the right. 

369. Are you in favour of a vote for prospecting? Yes, decidedly I am. 
370. Have you considered the matter sufficiently to suggest in what way the expenditure should be 

supervised? I cannot say I have. The reason why I say I am in ·favour of the Govemment spending 
money for prospecting purposes is because I think the prosperity of Tasmania largely depends upon the 
development of its mineral resources, and it is the duty of the Government to encourage the mining 
indusfry in every way it possibly can. While we see that it is being clone in the other colonies, we must 
be prepared to admit that it is there admitted to be for a good purpose. With respect as to how the money 
should be spent, that requires a little consideration. I do not think the money would be misspent if the 
Government appointed one or two thoroughly reliable men to take the lead of prospecting parties of two or 
three men each for the discovery of new fields. 

371. Do you recommend that these men should be paid by wages? Let their wages be small, and 
give them the right to take up a certain area of land where they are successful for mining purposes. I 
know that Warden Howitt-I think, of Gippsland, was the :finder of the Crooked River diggings under 
this system. 

372. By 1lfr. Fenton.-Do you _consider you represent the opinions of the miners at Waratah and the 
West Coast generally? I do. There is a great number of Victorian miners at Waratah and the West 
Coast also. 

373. You believe you represent the views of these men from having had a meeting of miners, and 
finding their opinions agreed with your own ? Yes. 

374. Do vou consider it desirable that the Gold Fields Regulations and the various Acts relatino- to 
mining shoula"be consolidated into one Act? I do; and have heard the same opinion expressed by a good 
number. 

375. Do you consider the language of the Acts is in.any way ambiguous? Yes, in some instances, ::is 
in the case which has cropped up at Mount Lyell at the present time with respect to the pegging off of the 
prospector's claim. He pegged off thinking his claim was five miles away from the nearest gold fin<l, and 
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took 15 acres, which is 5 acres too much according to Jones' opinion. Many argue that you should 
measure by the road, but it does not state whether you should measure as the crow flies or as the tracks go, 
which wind about the heads of gullies or over spurs. Looking at it from a common sense point of view I 
should say the distance should be as the crow flies, because in scrubby country a man can make 10 miles 
into 20 miles by taking a more circuitous route. 

376. Then you think, generally, that the language of the Acts might be made less ambiguous? Ye~, 
I do. 

377. Do you approve .of the appointment of mining boards? Most certainlv I do. I believe I was 
the first who ever mentioned the subject here, at a meeting held a good time· ago at the Mechanics' 
Institute, Waratah. Since then others J,iave advocated it in different parts of the island. 

378. How should the election of the members of that board be carried out? I think the colony should 
be divided into mining districts, or should form one district; if divided into districts, let each district appoint 
thoroughly practical diggers from among them by election under their miner·s rights. The reason why I think 
mining boards desirable is that I r.annot see who should be more suitable to frame the laws for the government 
of the gold-fields than the miners themselves. Circumstances at Bischoff, the West Coast, and Lefroy differ 
in character and consequently require different regulations. An excellent set of regulations for Bischoff 
might not suit Lefroy, and what would suit Lefroy might not suit the West Coast. In the Beech worth 
district in Victoria there are a number of different places with different regulations simply because the 
character of the country differs. If I represented .the Waratah district I would know what was suitable 
for tlmt district better than anyone else,- though I might not know about other districts ; and the same could 
be said of the representatives of Beaconsfield and Lefroy. The duty of the mining board members would 
be to meet quarterly, half-yearly, or annually, as may be decided, at Launceston or some other place, and 
each knowing what laws require to be altered or brought into existence, they are discussed by the whole of 
the members of the board and then sent to Parliament for approval or to be made into law. In Victoria 
I think each member of the mining board gets £50 allowed him for the cost of travelling. If mining boards 
are considered necessary in Victoria, which has been a mining colony for more than 34 or 35 years, and 
are in existence in that colony now, why should they not be suitable for Tasmania? There are a great 
number of Victorians at Waratah at the present time, and one and all are of my opinion in this matter. I 
believe we will never have satisfactory and workable laws until we have mining boards established. 

379. With regard to marking off claims, what is your opinion of the way they ought to be marked off? 
When first the question of pegging out was mooted, I thought that the system of every man pegging- out his 
ground by putting in full pegs of preacribecl size, and trencliing, was the best. Many seem to think that 
miners and anybody else pegging out a claim, not being surveyors, find it very difficult to mark out the 
ground in a densely wooded country with accuracy; and that it would be much better to mark a claim by 
putting in two pegs to mark his front line or position along a line of reef, as the case may be, leaving the 
surveyor to put in the side lines at right angles and to complete the marking off. l see no objection to this. 

380. Where would an adjoining man put in his pegs? Within a few feet of him, if he desired to 
come close up. 

381. If after survey the position of the first applicant's block is shifted, should the al~joining applicant 
close up to him? If the first claim was an area in excess of what he was entitled to, the ac~joining applicant 
should be moved up to it if he desired; but if he declined to do so his claim ought to· be surveyed as applied 
for. If the section applied for states to join such and such claim north, or &uch and such claim south, he 
ought to have his claim surveyed in accordance with the application. 

382. Do you consider a prospector should report to the commissioner any discovery made by him 
within a limited time? Yes, I do. 

383. What time ·do you suggest? I think it would give every man a full opportunity if within 14 
days, say. That would allow him plenty of time. I believe our Act says within 14 days if practicable, 
but that "if practicable" should be left out. It leaves a power in the hands of the gold commissioner 
which he should not possess. 

384. Do you know of anv case where that word "practicable" "hns been unduly taken advantage of? 
No, I cannot say I have. • 

385. Would you alh-ocate that a discovery ought to be forfeited owing to failure to report within 14 
days? I would hardly go so far as that. I think if a fine were inflicted it would be sufficient. At the 
1mblic meeting I have referred to it was carried ·ror forfeiture, but that seems rather· a hardship. 

386. Are you of opinion that in rriany cases fines should be substituted for forfeiture? Yes-for not 
keeping up pegs, or anything of that sort. But if a man fails to take up a claim upon which he is supposed 

. to do legitimate prospecting, but leaves it for a long time, it is a different thing. 
387. By 1Jfr. IIa1vlws.-You are in favour of mining boards? Yes. 
388. Are you in favour of a central or local mining boarcl,-a central board being composed of 

delegates from the different mining districts elected by the holders of any right or privilege under the 
Gold Fields or Mineral Lands Acts? Well, that is rather a question. A man might take out a miner's 
right for the purpose of the election. 'fhey should be elected by the miners, and if a man held. a miner's 
right in connection with mining he is a miner. 

389. Yon are well acquainted with the operation of our mining laws ? Pretty well, I think, though I 
have not had much practical experience of them, not having been sufficiently long in the country. Still I 
understand them, and have heard the complaints of others. 

390. Do you think it- would be a wise law, that where a man can show priority of occupation that he 
should not under any circumstances be subjected to forfeitme? Unless be has failed to comply with the 
reo·ulations as to the labour covenants. 

::, ·, 
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391. Do you think any person who takes up a piece of ground, and can prove priority of occupation, 

should be made to forfeit by reason of any errors in his application, or that he should be only subject to a 
:fine? I think he should be subject to a fine only. Many a man -.vho goes out prospecting is unable to 
read, and blunders are natural. 

392. Are you of opinion that any errors in an application for any ground should deprive the applicant. 
of the ground if he can prove priority of application? Decidedly not. . 

393. Do you think that a miner's right or mineral licence for mining for tin 1s as desirable as a 
miner's right for gold ? I do think so. 

394. Do you think the area now allowed on the West Coast-a quarter of an acre-is sufficient for 
tm? It is not. My reason for saying so is that a man may find payable tin provided he can bring water 
to it. Even in a creek half an acre would be too small. But supposing a man finds alluvial tin, where he 
will have to spend a good amount of money to get a race to it, as soon as he has put the race <'n and got 
to work, he finds there is only a quarter of art acre, for others have swallowed up the ground around him, 
and when that is done the water is no longer of any use to him. I think 2 acres is the least that might 
be given; that would give four men 8 acres. 

395. Four men is the usual party? Yes. 
396. What is your opinion in respect to the operation of the mineral licence,-:-do you think it should. 

be confined to any par;;icular portion of the Colony or not ? That is where the mining boards would come 
in. Not having _had sufficient experience of the different districts of the Colony, I could not venture to 
say whether they should be applicable to the whole of the island. 

397. In any case you say it is applicable to the West Coast, and you have not had any experier.ce-
elsewhere? Yes. . 

398. Do you think the surveys as at present effected are effec~ed in a proper manner? Yes, as far as. 
I know. 

399. Have you any experience of any particular district besides Bischoff? Yes, the West Coast. 
400; Are surveys effected as to time in a manner compatible_ with the interests of mining? Probably 

where one surveyor only is appointed in a district it is almost impoasible for him to get through the surveys 
,ery expeditiously; but I cannot say I have heard much complair.t in this' respect. 

401. Have you ever heard any refusal on the part of a, contract surveyor to effect surveys on account 
of there not being sufficient work where the survey was required? No. 

402. Never had any difficulty in getting surveys effected ? No. 
403. Do you think it would be any assistance to mining if the district surveyor was compelled to keep• 

a plotted chart of the surveys effected in the local registrar's office'? Yes, it would be very serviceable and 
necessary. 

404. Are you in favour of the Colony being carefully divided into sub-districts? Yes. I think it: 
would be more easy a,nd workable. 

405. Are yon in favour of all applications for mineral lands of any description being applied for through 
the local office of the district in which the land is situated? Yes. 

406. vV onld that system confer any benefit upon mining by way of information ? No, only it would. 
be more readily carried out. 

407. Wl1en you wish to enquire for any information you go to the local registrar, do yon not? Yes. 
408. Would the local registrar he better able to give yon infonnation in regard to any particular lease 

if the application had been made to his office instead of, say, in the office at Launceston? Yes, decidedly .. 
409. You are in favour of prospecting votes for deep sinking in quartz? Yes, I think it is very neces

sary where a company has paid a large sum of money in developing a mine, and is unable to carry on 
without aid, that Government should assist. In Victoria if such a con: pany was subsequently successful 
the money has to be refunded. 

-410. Are you in favour of the money being refunded in the event of success being met? Yes, 
certainly. 

411. Have you had any experience of the prospecting parties sent out by private individuals 4 or 5 
_years ago? I cannot say I have had practical experience, but I have heard a good deal about them. 

412. Is your opinion favourable or unfavourable to that system? Favourable, if yotl can get 
thoroughly reliable men who will do legitimate prospecting. 

413. What is your opinion of the ability of any Govemme:it to subsidise prospectiug parties with 
roving commissions? It would be money well spent if competent leaders were appointed, to be accom
panied by one or two men. They should not receive full wages, but part wages, or " tucker," as we call it. 

414. Do you think if the Govemment sp~nt the same amount of money in cutti~g tracks through the 
bush, and in giving rewards, it would be equally good? Yes, I c.D; I believe it would be preferable. 

415. Do you thiilk it desirable that prospecting areas should be allowed to be taken up within a 
quarter of a mile of where payable mineral has been found_? I see no objection to allowing a man a 
prospecting claim, but he should not have a prospecting al'ea. 

416. A prospecting claim is only double ground? Yes. 'Ihere are four different areas here, a~1d 
there should only be one. 

417. Are you in favour of a regulation which would entfrely prohibit any prospecting area from being 
taken up within a quarter of a mile of any other prospecting area that had struck payable indications of 
mineral? I am decidNlly of opinion that no prospecting area should be taken up adjoining another, as I 
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am given to understand has been clone at Mount Lyell, to the exclusion of the geneml public, whir.Ii is :m 
injustice to them and a loss to the general revenue. No protection area ought to be allowed nearer than a 
mile of another one. If, as at present, there are four or five men in a party, and each one takes up a 
prospecting area of 20, 30, 40, or 50 acres adjoining each other, it is a monopoly. 

418. Regulation 34 of" The Mineral Lands Act" gives no limit to the time within which compensation 
for surface improvements may be claimed by the original lessee, who has forfeited, from the lessee who has 
taken up the forfeited ground-are you of opinion that there should be any limit? Yes, there should be a 
limit. 

419. What clo you consider a fair limit? I think the right to claim for surface improvements, if there 
is any right at all, should be limited to three months after the forfeiture of the lease. 

420. By J1:lr. Fenton.-Suppose the land is not taken up till six months after the forfeiture by the 
original lessee, what would he do about compensation for his improvements then? Let him go without. 

MR. JOSEPH FARGHAR, examined. 

421. By tlte Clwirman.-Where do you live, and what is your business? At Beaconsfield. I am ll. 

miner. 
422. H~ve you had much experience in gold mining? Twenty-two years. 

· 423. How long have you been in Tasmania? Six years. 
424. Do you consider the present rentals for gold-bearing land too high? Yes. The association I 

am connected with at Beaconsfield forwarded suggestions representing that it should be reduced to 10s. per 
annum, as the present price prevented men from taking up land, costing something like £14 for the first 
year's rent and fees. ' 

425. Do you think miners' rights should run for 12 months from the day they are issued, or, as they 
run at present, from a fixed day? The miners' rights, the way they are now administered, are a great 
grievance to many miners. A certain portion of the men compelled to take out miners' rights are just 
working for their daily wages the same as any other tradesman or labouring man, and why should they 
1iave to pay for the right to labour? I always take it, a miner's right means a privilege g·iven a man as 
security for the occupation of a section of ground, and not a permit to labour where he wants no protection. 
It was only a portion of the men that were taxed, because such a law was evaded. If the inspector comes 
around I have to pay for it, but if I am not at work that day I am not compelled to take out the right. 

426. By 11:fr. Conn:ay.-But are you aware that the mining manager is asked by the inspector how 
many men he has on the mine who have not taken out rights'! I wish to show that it is administered 
in a bad way. If a man is working for a company he has to pay five shillings a year for eaming his living 
there. Why not treat the storekeepers and wood-carters in the same way? It is simply dragging a tax 
out of a man for the privilege to work. I am a working miner working for the Tasmania Company, and I 
live on a freehold, and yet I am compelled to take out a miner's right. 

427. By the Clwinnan.-You have got away from my question. Do you think miners' rights should 
be from any day of issue? Yes, I think they should run for 12 months from any day of issue . 

. 428. ,vonld thut not be an inconvenience to the holders, as they might forget the date when it was 
issued and neglect to take out another when it expired; whereas on a fixed day everybody would recollect 
that the rights expired and renew them for protection? If a man had any property worth looking after he 
wouhl not omit to keep his miner's right. 

429. By Jlir. Conmciy.-W ould it be better to issue them for six months from a fixed clay? I hardly 
think so. 

430. You favour the rights being taken out for 12 months on any day, but would it not be equally 
well to take them out for six months from a fixed day, and be a great advantage in keeping the books? I 
<lo not see that any good wou(d be effected by it. I think 12 months from any day of issue would be best. 
That is what I have·seen done in the other colonies. 

431. There is a strong feeling in your district with regard to the dividend tax : yoti do not think the 
diviuend tax should be taken from mining companies until the capital invested has been retumed? Yes, 
they consider it detrimental to the miners' interests. 

432. By the J11ini.~tei· of Lands.-! cannot see how it affects the working miners? Anything which 
affects the company affects the miners. 

433. By1 Jlfr. Conmay.-It is considered very arbitmry that a company has to pay the tax, whereas 
a private individual is not taken .into questio:q-the Krushkas, for instance, who have taken £28,000 
out in profits-that is the point? Yes. 

434. B;I/ t!te J1:liniste1· of Lands.-Would you like an export duty on gold and tin better than the 
dividend tax? I do not think we have considered that question. . 

435. B.11 the C!tainnan.-Should applications for gold mining leases be sent to the commissioner or 
1•egistrar of the district where the land is, or, as at present, be sent to Hobart or Launceston or anywhere 
I do not think I have heard any complaints of the present system; but I have not had much to do with 
taking up lan~. 

436. By llfr. Conmay.-What is your opinion about mining boards? There is a feeling among 
miners in favour of mining boards being established. The colony should be divided into a certain number 
of mining districts with members, elected by the holders of miners' right::,, to constitute a minincr board, 
meeting at stated intervals at some central spot. " 
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437 ... What qualifications would a man require to be a member of the board? I do not know that he 
would require any qualification; th11 fact of the miners having chosen him would be a guarantee that he 
was a suitable person. 

438. By the llfinister <!f Land~.-Wlmt advantage do you suppose would be gained by having mining 
hoai·ds ?-I understand you to say you would favour a central mining board-not one on each gold field? 
No, not a number of mining boards, but one, to meet at some central place. 

439. Wliat advantage do you propose to gain? The men constituting these boards would be conversant 
with the facts of mining in their districts, and through their suggestions the Minister of the Department 
would receive advice about the amend_ment of the law in any particular. 

440. Do you not think the same effect could be obtained by the miners appointing a sort of committee 
of four or five, at a public meeting, who' would take some trouble about the work? Possibly it might ; but 
men _are often very dilatory about this work. 

441. Speaking generally, are you aware of any representation ever having been made by the mining 
communities, or those men wl10 act for them, with reference to any amendment of the law, or the removal 
of any grievance that has not be(ln attended to with a fair amount of promptitude? No. 

442. BJ! J.lfr. Conmay.-Could you suggest any arrangement for the distribution of the vote to assist 
prospecting ? I think the suggestions from the different districts would be a good guide to the Minister. 

443. Are you in favour of prospecting loans being advanced upon substantial security? I do not 
know that the idea has been brought before the miners. The general idea is that the money for pros
pecting pmposes should be applied for prospecting in different parts of the colony. 

444. Would there not be some danger of the money being frittered away without any benefit being 
derived? There possibly might be some of it frittered away, but a great deal of good would be derived. 

445. You are not in favour of loans to assist mines in progress of work? I do to a certain extent if 
there is good ·security ; b~t my idea is to as~ist prospecting in new cotintry. 

446. Would you leave representations to be made by the central board to the Minister? Yes. 
447. In the event of a claim being abandoned after a water-race ar:d other surface improvements had 

been effected, and such claim being· taken up by .another man, what time would you allow the original 
holder to have the right of claiming compensation? I do not think he is entitled to any compensation. 

448. Do you think the central office being at Launceston would be more convenient than at Hobart?' · 
Yes. 

459. By J.lfr. Hamlws.-Have you had any experience in other colonies? Yes, in Victoria. 
450. Miners' rights there run for twelve months from the day of issue ? Yes. 
451. Do you think a man mining for tin should have equal pri\·ileges of occupying ground all over 

the colony? I think so; but I have had no experience in tin mining. -
452. Do you consider the mining regulations generally suitable and applicable to all cases of mining? 

I think so. There may be some slight alterations required; but take them generally, they are about as 
good as in the other Colonies. .. 

453. Has it come within your experience that mining regulations suitable for one district are not 
suitable for another ? No, they are not. _ 

454. Do you think mining boards would be the best machinery for advising as to what regulations are 
required for each district? I think so, because you would have eveq district represented on the board. 

455. Can you state what is the opinion of the miners of Beaconsfield as regards the establishment of 
a central mining board composed of delegates from the different mi1~ing centres? No; because I do not 
know that it has ever been put to them._ 

456. Do you think that a mining board would be more competent to deal with the regulations 
generally, than mere committees formed in the variomi mining centres? I hardly think they would. I 
I think a committee of mining men-say at Beaconsfield-could tell the requirements of that place better 
than any man on the board could. 

457. -But the mining board is to be composed of delegates from these various miuing centres, and 
would probably be selected by these committees yon speak of: do you think the mining boards would give 
better assistance? The mining board would be able to frame regulations for the whole colony better than 
a local committee would. 

458. Do you think that under the present method a working miner employed in mines receives that 
physical protection he is entitled to? As for as my experience goes the Tasmania mine is worked in an 
excellent manner. Bnt does your question go so far as to invite an expression of opinion about the minin(J' 
inspectorship ? "' 

459. No, only as to whether the mines are properly conducted? They are properly conducted as far 
as I know. I have worked all my time in the Tasmania since I have been here, and have never wo1·lrnd in 
a better conducted mine.· 

-'160. B;'} J.V.fr. Conn:ay.-There are some small mines at Beaconsfield that have heen worked to a 
certain extent, and cannot be worked any further for the want of assistance-do you thi:rk a prospecting 
vote should be used to assist in such mining aE well as in prospecting? I think in Victoria the prospecting 
vote is used for almost all purposes. 

461. Do you favour a prospecting vote being treated on the same lines as in Victoria? Yes. 
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MR. ROD.ERT CARTER, e:i:ainined. 

462. By the Chaimzan.-.You reside at Launceston? Yes. 
463. Do you think it more desirable that the central office for mining should be at Launceston than at Hobart, 

-as at present ? ,v ell, that is a peculiar question. It would, 1wrlm11s, from a Launceston point of view; but, looking 
at it in a wider view, I do not think it would. 

464. Do you think applications for the rental. of land upon gold or mineral leases should lie made to the 
commissioners, or to the local registrar of tlrn district wherein the hmd is situate, or would you allow applications to 
lie made anywhere, as at present'! I should lie in favour of the system we have at present. · 

465. Do you think the rents for gold-bearing land too high at present? I think they are most exorbitant. 
466. ,vimt would you propose reducing them to'! I should consider 10s. an acre quite sufficient for gold-1.iearing 

land. 

467. In regard to tin and other minerals? I think 5s. for tin, and 2s. 6d. for other mineral~, is not out of' the 
way; but I think £1 nn acre for gold leases is much too liigh. 

468. Do you think the .,ame notic11 for applications for tin and other minerals should be posted nt the nearest 
11ost office, as is now done with regard to gold ? I do not think any harm could arise from it. It would give more 
1mblicity, and I think, perhaps, it would be advisable. 
. 469. ,vith regard to miners' rights, have you ever studied the question? I do know something about miners' 

rights. 

470. Do you think they should run for twelve months from any day of issue? Yes, most deeidcdly. I do not 
think a miner applying for one during the last three months of the year should have to pay for the whole year. 
They should run from the day of issue till the same day next year. 

471. Do you think gold minerB employed by companies and otherwise working for daily wages should be 
-compelled to take out rights? No, I think the money the Government gets otherwise is quite sufficient without 
-compelling him to take out n licence. 

472. Do you think the dividend tax a fair tax us at present levied? No, I do not think it is without it is 
,accompanied by an income tax. Speaking for myself', I pay an income tax, because most of my revenue is derived 
from dividends in mining companies. I think the present tax is most unfair. If the dividend tax is continued it 
<:ertainly should not be enforced until a mine has reimbursed in dividends the money that has been paid into it. In 
the Mount Victoria Gold Mining Company the shareholders have paid 2s. Od. per share in calls, and have received 
1Jack ls. ld., upon which the dividend tax has bnen paid, while they have not yet got back their original outlay. 

473. "Tith regard. to improvements on forfeited leases, at present you are aware there is no limit to the time 
within which the original lessee who has forfeited can claim compensation for the surface improvements he has 
effocted-do you think this should be altered? I think there should be a limit. 

474. What would you fix it at? No claim should be allowed after the lease has been abandoned for twelve 
months? 

475. Are you in favour of mining boards being established? I am, rather, but perhaps there is some objection. 
I know a great deal of information was obtained in the early days of Victoria through the miniug boards, and I 
think some could be got here. These are boards of advice for taking into consideration the circumstances of 
-different fields for the guidance of the commissioner. The country is divided into so many districts, each with a 
board, and one board for a central board. I have not gone folly into the thing, but as I recollect the boards in 
Victoria gave a great deal of information in minin·g matters, I should be in favour of their establishment here. 

476. Are you in favour of a prospecting vote being granted by Parliament? Yes. 
477. Have you considered in what way the money should be expended should a vote be granted? I think the 

Government should grant the money without any restriction ns to repayment on the £1 for £1 principle. 'l'hc 
assistance to mining ought to be given. If there are no boards of advice the money should be distributed by the 
advice of the commissioners or others; but this is one of' the purposes for which I advocate mining boards. In this 
way alone I think mining boards would be of great service in connnction with these prospecting votes. Under the 
vote of' last session the 011ly company to take advantage of it wns the \Vest Chum, simply because the others have 
not the means. 

478. But in what way would you have the money expended-in deei) sinking? I think in deep sinking and 
testing with the diamond drills for quartz or alluvial, also for rewarding parties who make discoveries like those at 
Mount Victoria, Mount Lyell, and other places. Rewards given to these prospectors would be money very well laid 
-out. 

479. Do you think it would be more advisable to have surveys effected by salaried surve);Ors instead of the 
present contract system? I could not give any opinion upon that; but I think as regards surveys persons should 
-only have to pay what the Government pays. It is not so now. ,Vhen twolots nre surveyed together the surveyors 
-only get paid for the lines not joining the other lots, and the applicants should only pay for the same. 

480. If th~ surveyors were to carefully mark out sections and number them, do you think it would be so neces
-sary then for the lessees to keep up pegs and such like things ? I think the lessee should see that they are kept in 
order. 'l'he lessee should be responsible if anything happens to the pegs, but in the first 1instance the ground should 
be properly marked by the surveyor. 

481. Do you think the prospecting areas allowed at present are too large? No, I do not. If a man goes out 
and finds anything he is entitled to something out of the usual run of claims. 

482. \Yithin what rlistauce of one prospecting urea do you think another should be granted-for instance, I 
believe at present they can almost join ? I thiuk they should not be us close as that. They should lie something 
like two miles aptirt. · 

483. By 11:lr. Hawlws.-You arc l)retty well versed in the principles of our mining laws? Yes. 
484. Do you think it would be advisable to incorporate into our Jaws a principle that wherever a man proves 

priority of' occupation no defect in his application or in any other technical matter should deprive him of his right 
and title? That is· so now. The commissioners have the power to impose a fine for technical breaches. 

485. But illiterate men make mistakes and blunders in their applications. If a man could prove undisputably 
that he went on to the ground first and put up his notice, are you of opinion that tlrn law should sustain him in his 
holding, notwithstanding any defect in his application? I do not agree with that altogether. The present law 
would quite answer such a case. Ifa man can prove that he put a notice up first, unless there is something very 



wrong indeed 'Ii~ is not likely to lose his ground·: If yoi.deft thii door open, ma1iy ·men ·,vithdut the sai:iJe 'right 
could claim tlufsarhe'thing.' I believe a certain amount··ofsfrietness in the apj:ilicatioiis'inust b\J'cxei·cised:'· lfa -:. 
mai1· proves ·he' is the• first aprilicitrit · he'is alniost sure· to get the' groimd, unless·the·i•e'is 'soriietliihg'fo show"i1giiinst" '' 
his ··evidence by which it ·is ·upset: ·. It is· forfeiture or fine· no,,·; and I arn-inclitie'd·to leav'e·°it as··'it is;•·· 'l'o' iilter;it ' 
would be to fix the mere imposition ofa·firie in-inany cases \vhere forfeitU:re'is aemiindedi '· 

486. Do yoi.1 _thii'lkii system 1of: pei'irianent""surveys·· would ·be' bettei· · thart"the ·'preseht'~y-stiiiii ?< I ;do;'not; 
because a inan desii·ing to take· up an old block cif laiicl mi:ty only° want certain parts '·of i_t. ' Better 'leave· it as it ··is' · 
now;<•so· that a i'nart' ca1Hiave ·10·, :!O, or 40 'acres if he does not ,vant the \\'ll'ole ofthe··so acres. 

487 .. Do yoti think permanent surveys would he of any use if ~ineral iicences ,vere gra~ted tmde1·0'i"1ii6h ?· · Bf.· 
pe1'marierit Slll'\'_~ys you inean Urnt the applicant would be' reguired·to take u1nhe ·whole· ofa ·block' 'ui{surveyed; :or 
leave· it. I thiii.k the' p1'ese11t systein is be-st. · 

. 488. Do_ you)avour mineral land being worked without lease on the miners' i·ight principle·? Yes; I am·in 
fa your of it, · There are inany-' places at Stmrnander arid else,vhere that it woul<l 'jiiy a man to·work tirider-a mineral 
lidence ,vhe.i'e it woulil'iiot 1)ay tinder a lease. 

. 489. By the J.lfinister qf Lands.-Are you aware that the law alreadv provides for the issue ofi11innral lice1ices·? 
Yes: • 

_ 490. 'By Mr_-, Hawltes.-Do you·consicler a quarter of an actc· a fair ·amount to be'·' held under·' ·thestr ·1idences ·?·.· 
No, it should be two acres. 

491. ·.you are-a\vare· that in-the legi~lation of the other·colonies a temporary .i·e~triction has,,he,en pluc°tJcl- upon 
the· grantii1g bf.rights or privileges 'unclin"' either·Gold Fiel<ls 'Acts ·or l\1inefa1 Lands 'Acts/ to" the· Chinc>s1i' :• 'do ·you,., 
think it would aid the development of mining in· this· country if the -su.me · te,upm·ai'y· :restrictions ,were' cn1'ried out ·· 
here? I would object to Chinese . 

. 492. That no mineral licence or-miners' rights should be issued to other:than·naturalirn._d Chinese, and·that 0 only 
for a cei•fai1':/peribd ? ·Well, I am against Chinese myself;· and would rPstrict them a'ltogethilr . 

. , 493. By the Ministei· <if Lands.-You would not grant them any licence or privilege under the mining laws? 
No; I woulil riot·' · 

494. 'By· Mr, -Hawltes,-'-You are aware· th;t there ·is a clau;e •which ·empmers the·l\fiilister of Lands-for-the;" 
time being to refuse any right or privilege·undei· either Aet? No;· I am·not awa"e of-it ... 

49.5. ,Do you 'thirtk·that if. ourTegulations·carrie'd a clause to·more distinctly ·define that-class of• cases to'-be tried· 
by the. :commissioner; ·and that· the· commissioners'· decisions ·in· such· ca~e, · tihc uld: be ·fiimJ, ·that it would •:be-of :any · .. 
benefit in· the h10re prompt ~ettlement of <lisirntes '/· Do you meau that° theni should ·be; 110 appeat--iu·all-cases·? • 

496. No, but that the cases should be restricted? I do not think that tiny'liarrrt'dan fcsult li'oril;givifig·the'righf''' 
of-appeal in all ··cases. '. · 

497;,Do'you thi11k thafiieedle~s-litigation on goldfielcls and lit' inining :centres· has miy detrhiiei1tal efle'ct·•,11jon'· · 
rniiiing'?. 1 ani rtot a\vare ·of it. 

498. By Mr. Conway.-Do you think the £1 for £1 in aid of <leep sinking, returnable"out of'iJrofits; 'w1fr1ld'be' 
prncticable · or"advarttageous '/ As· I have·'~ai<l befofe; I think the' Go\'ei•riinent ··should 'give· the fudni)y \vithoiJt, 
expecting any i·ettirrl';·exce1jf that which i'uight lie looked for ih'the 'benefit io'miilhig;' b',lt' I thi1ikciftlw Gove'rri'nierit"'. 
<lid· g1'ant the assistance it would greatly benefit mining; as the public would get fhe benefit··ofit, the·'iJablic: ·shiHild•i:.;i 
give the assistance.' · 

499. It has· been suggesterl'that • a board ·s·hould be appointee!,• to con~ist of'the Comiliissitme1·· 6f· ·ihe •mii:iiiig 
district, with the Inspector of Mines and others, to report upon this matter for the guidance-of thil . .Mi1iiste1· frdiii 
time to. time. Do you favour that'/ If mining boards are constituted I think the mern hers appointed to the central 
board should be cons·ultecL · -It would be one of their functions· to take into consicler°:tion ·the distribution ·of this money.' 

500. Do you think a money reward and a smaller holding of ground should be given.-·to' a- prospector ·wlio;· 
discovers anyihing payable at a dista1ice from any other k11own cliscovery-'-a money reward of; 'say about £10,0, 
aud u smaller reward daim than they get· at· present? I certainly uelieve you should· give a money ·reward· to 
prospectors. 

501. You·woulcl still give them some quantity of land? Yes. 
502. Do you think the reward claims are too ·much at present? No ; but an excess comes in ·where -there ··a1'e 

three in the ptrty, and each takes up 15 acres, making the reward claim 45 acres-that is a mistake. 
503. Do you think that a more liberal and extensive assistance should be given to encourage the use of 

<liamond drills for prospecting? :Most decidedly. 
504. Are not greater benefits to be derived from that system of prospecting? I do not think there is anything 

in vogue so admirable for pro~pecti11g as the <liarnoucl drill. 
505. Is it not your opinion that if we get the prospecting vote we have applied ior, and have got ,uch a large 

petition in finiour of; that prospecting by·cliamoncl drills should be taken into consideration? 1Yc!s; before i0u go to 
any further outlay, prospectiHg should Le done by cliamon<l drills. 

506. As the Government has this plant it is better to have it used than keep it idle·? Yes. 
507. Do you think the officer in charge of the diamond drills should be employed more in· prospecting than 

looking after drn idle drills? Most decidedly, it is more advantageous to keep the drills going. 
508. ·with reference to miners' rights, do you 1hink any advantage would be gained by the departmrmt in 

the keeping of accounts if the rights were issued halt~yearly aucl expired on the 30th of June and 31st Decembei·, 
instead of issuing them for 12 months from any day? No, I think if a miner wants a right he should be allowed to 
take out one for 12 months on any clay in the year. · 

509. You think the amount of capital employed in a mine should be returned out of profits before the dividend · 
tax should take efl:'ect? It should be taken off altogether if JJossiLle, but I am certain it should not be titken out of 
the capital returnee!. 

510. By whom wouJd you have the mining boards elected? By the holders of miners' rights. 
511. How \,vould you ma.nag·e the distribution of a prospecting vote? I should leave it to the Minister of 

Lands: but he ought to be advised by a board on the matter, and that is where the want of boar<ls comes in. If 
you· have no mining boards you 11rnst lea\·e it to the .Minister; but if you are going in for mining·hoards I think 
one of th·e functions of the cleleg·ates from these mining boanls ·should be to take into consideration the distribution of 
this vote: 

512. I prEsume you would place a great deal of reliance upon the recomn:en<lations of the·. Gowrunie'nt 
Geologist 7 Yes. 

Mining. 
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513. By tlte 1Winister <if Lands.-·wm you explain in what way the public share in the success of mining ·: 

enterprise specially, as distinct from the mode in which they share in the success of any other enterprise? l\Iy own 
experience and that of others who have been interested in mining for the last 5 or 6 years is, that if it hnd not been .. 
for mining Tasmania would have been in a state of insolvency. 1f' it had not been for mining there would haYe been 
no public works, and there would not have been any progress in.other directions. 

51'!. There are a great many phrases yet current, and I wanted to see on what particular ground this phrase .. 
rested. Can you say in what particular manner, other than the general benefit, the assistance of' mining as distinct 
from any other industry would benefit the public? Because it is more distributed, employs more labour, and causes . 
a greater increase in population. Mining has made all classes. Mining means population, and population means 
Jlrosperity. ·without mining there could not have been any increase of'po1mlation. It is not in Tasmania alone, but 
in°the whole of the colonies. The history of the Colonies proves it, and the wJ,ole world remembers what took 
place in California in 1849. Mining is the stay of the world, in my opinion. 

515. To what extent has that been bruu~ht about by the assistance of Government? It has been assisted in 
every colony except Tasmania. In Victorm, New Zealand, New South ,vales, and Queensland mining has been 
assisted. 

516. Can you instance any SJlecial way in which a direct benefit has accrued to the State from the assistance of' 
mining? I do not know that I can, except from year to year. The water scheme of New Zealand has been a large 
indirect benefit, and the general impression is that it has encouraged mining. In Victoria many a defeated . 
prospect has been improved by Government aid into a paying mine. 

517. Have not even the deep-lead results been mainly brought about by private enterprise? In the first 
instance I believe they were, but at present they are aided. 'fhe previous opinion, before Lansdell proved otherwise, . 
was that after you got to a certain depth in quartz reefs the gold ran out. 

518. Diel he get ·any assistance .from Government? Not that I am !nvare of. 
519. You are perhaps acquninted with the views of those who advocate a special vote of' £10,000 for prospecting . 

purposes ? Yes. · 
520. Are you aware whether it is· contem1llated that any portion of such a vote should be devoted to sending: 

what are known as prospecting parties -out into the bush to make fresh discoveries? No, I am not aware whether 
they do or not. I would not oe in ·favour of prospecting parties in the usual sense of' the term, because the Govern-. 
ment would be taken in the same as private parties are, nnd perhaps a little more so. 

52L B!J .ilfr. Hawlws.-In respect to the extra benefit derived by the community generally by the development 
of mining, do you consider any elastic development of mining in uny country would benefit n community particularly 
by the ra11id absorption of all produce raised for use-du you think that has Imel any beneficial eflect upon the · 
prospefity of' the country? I do not understand the question. 

522. A miner produces nothing but mineruls, but does he not consume almost every article produced by the · 
rest in every direction ?-do you think that lJeneficial to a country? Miners are large consumers. You have only 
to look at Black Boy, where the formers before any mining in that district were almost starving, but when minino-
was going on they did well. " 

523. The question is only how the balance of the community would be benefited? The farmers benctit by 
mining more than anyboLly else, because they are sure to get greater profits and have no risks. Steele, i\i'Kenzie, and 
others used formerly to send large quantities of cattle all the way to Hobart, but when the tin mines on the Erist 
Coast wr.rr opeiied they did not need to send n beast to Hobart, as they could all be consumed in the district. 

524. Do you consider that by the development of mining in this Colony there !ms been a more general diffusion 
of wealth? I have no doubt of' 1t. 

525. Do you think it would materially benefit mining if the direct tax put upon it by way of rent was reduced? 
I have already said that I think the. rent of gold leases should he reduced one-half: With regard to other rninemls _ 
I see no need of reduction. ' 

526. Do you think that the value of mining to the State is to be found more in direct than in indirect revenue? 
In indirect revenue ; but a direct revenue you are bound to have for the purpose of carrying out the law relatin"' to 
miniug, and for the protection of the interests of those who are engltgecl in it. " 

527. ,voulcl you ad~ocate that where prospecting protection orders are gmnted.to any person that there should:i 
be a space between each one? I haye stated that I would not allow one within two miles of another. 

MR. BERNARD SHAW, e.i-amined. 

528. By the Clwirman.-1Vhat offices did you hold in connection with the Mining Department? I was formerly· 
Commissioner of Mines, and subsequently Secretary of Mines. 

529. For how many years'/. I was Commissioner for about seven years, and Secretary for three years. 
530. B!J tlie llfin'ister ef Lands.-During the time that you were Secretary of Mines was your attention called:. 

to any necessity for alterations in the laws or regulations ufter the last regulations were issued? No. 
531. Do you think tliey gave general mtisfoction ? I think so. 1\1 y attention was frequently drawn to letters .. 

in the newspapers, or reports of speeche.~, but not ol-licially. 
532. Wus your attention ever officially called to uny defect in the law~ or regulations? I do not remember that 

it was. 
533. ,vhnt were the defects to which your attention was drawn in the manner in which you have mentiouecl? 

I do not consider they were defects. I liave seen letters in newspapers and reports of' speeches in which certain 
matters have been urged as requiring certain provisions in the law, when such provisions actually existed. Thnt was•, 
quite a common thiug, showing a want of attention on the part of those who wrote or spoke. It wus also quite a 
common thing to find suggestions made in that way which would be wholly impracticable, or, if adopted, would,: 
seriously impede the prospector or miner. 

534. Referring specially to the regulations for prospectors, as distinct from those actually nrnde for mining, are· 
you aware of any clefects owing to the difficulty of proving priority of occupation ? No; nu case came under my 
notice where there was a difficulty of proving priority of occupation. ,vhen I was Commissioner I had one or two . 
disputed cases, but there was no difficulty whatever about them, as they resolved themselves into the simpltist question., 
imaginable when-the statements of both sides were heard. 

.. 



535. Are you aware of any prospectors being deterred from pursU.:ng their avocation by any uncertainty causes 
· by the r~ulntions? Not since the present regulations have been in fo~ee. These regulations did away with a great 
many .ditttculties. 

536. Will you inform the Committee in what respect the present regulations differ from- former ones? The 
· former regulations were necessarily very meagre, because the Act did ~ot authorise liberal regulations to be made. 
When the Act was amended, the making of the present regulations beccune authorised, and we were enabled to make 
regulations which, it seemed to me, met all requirements of prospectors. These regulations have only been in force 
a short time. The gold regulations were made on the 14th January, 1884, another one on the 3rd March, 1884, and 

··again on the 5th October, 1885. The mineral prospecting regulations "Vere made on the 15th or' March, 1884, under 
the authority of the Mineral Lands Act of the same y~ar. · 

537. As to securing claims? Under the Mineral Act there were practically no regulations before, because. the 
Act did not authorise them. A person had to peg out ground for a lea::e before he could prospect it. · 

538. In your opinion the regulations are sufficient for all practical purposes ? I think so. 
539. Now as to gold? There were prospecting regulations under the Act of 1870 for several years. When 

- that Act was repealed, the clause in the Act of 1880, authorising prospe:::ting regulations to be made, was struck out 
·in Parliament, and it was passed without that clause. Then that Act W3.S amended in 1883 by a short Act, which, 
·amongst other matters, authorised special prospecting re~ulations b be made. These regulations were made 
accordingly, and are now the H'gulations in force, which ap1JP.ar to me~ meet, as for as I am able to judge, all the 

· requirements. · 

540. Are you speakiHg, Mr. Shaw, from your views of the construction of the regulations merely, or from a 
practical acquaintance with the mode in which they operate? From my personal acquaintance with the mode m 
which they operate-not as a miner, but as an officer of the departmeu, moving about amongst the miners ttnd 

.hearing what they had to say, listening to their complaints and settling their disputes. , 
541. Have you heard any complaints made as to the amount char03:l for leases, especially for gold? Yes; I 

have often met with men who said they thoiight £1 an acre too much."' 
542. What is your opinion about it? I do not think it is too much. I think if a gold mine is not worth £ I an 

··acre, it must be a very miserable one. It does not seem to me too muct, if revenue is to be derived at all from such 
a source, as it is not more than a reasonable rent to charge. Of course it is more a matter for financial consideration 
by the Government than any one else. 

542A. As to water-rights, the Committee have before them some evirlence from which it would appear that there 
is an opinion held by some of those engaged in mining operations that 6.e survey of' a water-race should be dispensed 
-with, or, at all events, should be left to the parties applying for the raec'. Can you inform the Committee of the 
opinion you have regarding that? It depends upon the nature of the teaure of the water-race. Under the Goldfields 
Regulation Act, a water-race can be held under a miner's right. That b generally looked upon as an insecure tenure, 

·but in that case _a survey is not compulsory, and a miner should estimate its value himself. It is looked upon as· a 
temporary holdmg. which he may throw np at any time; but if he wshes to hold under a grant for ten years, 

-renewable practit.:.tlly for an indefinite period, he is required to pay a su~vey fee, and a survey is made. Under the 
Mineral Lands Act the only way a water-right can be held is for twenty-one years, renewable practically indefinitely. 
In this case survey is compulsory. It seems to me, to issue a grant for"' water-race without having a survey made, 
would be a most absurd thing. If you make a grant practically for an nclefinite period without having a survey, 

_you would find yourself landed in a very great difficulty indeed. It is i:nperatively necessary that a. survey should 
be made. 

543. Do you think the absence ofa survey would lead to litigation eind dis1mtes? Undoubbidly. 
544. Have any special cases occurred to yom· knowledge in whic:i litigation and disputes have arisen from 

-imperfect survey? Yes, very serious disputes indeed in one or two inst!fLces have occurred to my knowledge-the 
Brothers' Home, No. 1, and the Briseis Companies. 

545. Are the Committee to understand that you would not seek a renedy for these disputes, which arose through 
imperfect surveys, by sweeping away surveys for water-races altogether] It would be no remedy, but would add to 
the confosion and disputes ? You must bear in mind that it is a a-rant for 21 years, renewable for 14 years again 

··and again as often as you choose. It is transf'errable, and it would be a :nost dangerous thing to issue a grant for a 
• water-race without having having it eleurly shown where the race was tD run. 

546. Are you aware of instances in which races held under miners' r.ghts have been transferred from the original 
.,holders to others? Yes, in more than one instance. 

547. Those who buy the race under such circumstances run the risk :if the right being cancelled~ Yes. 
548. Is it, then, your ex1jerience that parties in that position have sought to place themselves in a more secure 

position, and applied for leases of water-rights formerly held under mine::-s' rio·hts? I think so, but I cannot say 
;'that I know any had been actually issued before I left the Mines Depa:rtme~t. It is comparatively a new thing. 
The regulation authorising the leasing of wa•Pr-1·ig'1ts. und!'r tlrn Go'd Ffulds Act did not come into operation till 

' _1888. Other rights had been issued, in the shape of gra.nts ur leases for ,rears pu.st. 
549. As far as the department is concerned, do you think it would make any difference to the department if 

,races were held Lmder a miners' right instead of under lease? It woulc'. add to. the work of the Commissioners 
because races held under a miners' right would be liable to be jumped, and that would keep the Commissioners at 
work. 

550. Then, it is more a question for the parties themselves as to wherher they shall have a secure tenure or not? 
·It is entirely a question for the holders. , 

· 551. To get a secure tenure a grant should be obtained ? Yes ; and it is most dangerous to issue a grant when 
,a survey has not been made. 

552. By 11£!·· Hawltes. -Do you think the regulations which regulatE mining in the colony are quite as applic
-ttble to one portion of the colony as to another? We have different regu2ations for the ,vest Coast. 

!553. Do y~u th_ink it_ ne?essary in all mining re~ulatio?~ that they sliwuld be framed with regard to particular 
:reqmrements of var10us districts? Yes ; and there is provision for that a:ider the Act. 
. 554. Do you think the present regulations have kept that object in view? I think so, so far as we could 
ascertain the different features of tl~e different localities· and it seems to roe the reo·ulations provide for all of them. 
There are some reguli:,tions which should not be put h!t~ force in some pa.rt~ of· the° colony, beca:1se circumstances ,do 
·not make them practicable; and there are others which are resorted ta m some parts and not m others.· For 
i:istance, extended areas in the u.lluvi'.~l gold mining regulations apply to Lisle and Beaconsfield, and the commis
;SlOner h~~ power to use these regulat10ns where he considers it advisable. 

.. 



. 555,. Do you :]1ink, .the establishment of a <'entrnl mining board, .as a board of advice to. the Secretary of. Mines, 
would be of any general benefit to mining? Yes, I have no doubt it would Le a benefit, if suitable men could. be 
found to devote _tlicir time to the purpose. · 

. 556. Do you think_tha_t the gro,tuitous opinions which have been from .time to time tendered to the l\'Iines 
: _Department could be better given Ly a.mining Loard? It might: probably it would. It was my practice always 
to pay very great attention to any_ sugge~tions made to me by miners ; and in a great many instances the sugo-cstions 

, made were adopted by; me in the shape of' recommendations to the Minister, and were subsequently embodied by the 
,Minister into legislation. At the same time, many of' the most ab§urd things wern suggested to me,-things which 
it would be totally impracticable to carry out . 

. 557. Then you think there could beno objection to a properly constituted mining b_oanl acting as a central board 
of' advice _on!y '! . N_o objection; but there would be a,diffieulty in the way of getting the prpper class of men to 
devote their time to 1t. . 

, 558. Section 33 of the Regulations under the Mineral Lands Act ~tates no limit to the time within which 
compensation can be claimed for improvements by the original le~sce, and there are one or two instances in which a 
.Commissioner bus found it imperative to come to a decision in favour of the previous les~ee, although he has lefl; it for 

· three years. Ought there not to be a limit? Yes, undoubtedly, that is a bar. The Act might be altered there by 
putting a limit to the time. 

559. What, in your opinion, is a fair time to allow a former leffee witliin which to claim compensation? I 
should say a very short time indeed. Whatever time is allowrd is practically a hindrance. to _thQ land being taken 
up by anyone else. There ought to be no claim after one month. . 

. 560, But a mnn yµay not take it UJJ for a certain time? There should be n limit to the time. 
561. If the value of the surface improvements was determined within a certain period after the forfeiture of the 

. lease, and then if anyone applies for it he would have to pay that amount? It should be limited to a very short 
time. I have said within a month. · 

562. Do you think it would be beneficial to mining generally that the law should be su arranged and so admin
istered that any man who could prove priority of occupation of any piece of .ground should not lose his-claim, hut 

.,should be liable tu a fine-that is, priority of occupation should in all cases carry a title to thQ land, and any infringe
ment of the regulations, like a defective application, should be subjected to a fine only? I do not think you could 
make a hard and fast law to operate in that way. Priority of occupation gives a man a title to the land now, 
providP.d that occupation is a valid one, and no informality in J1is application cau deprive him of it. The only way 
in which he can be deprived of it is by his neglectinS," to secure a proper lawful occupation of the land. If he has any 
lawful occupation no informality can deprive him orit. · 

_563. Has it ever come under your observation as Commissioner that applicants have lost a claim through not 
. cpnfurming to the regulations,, though they had priority of occupation? Yes, where a man has failed to comply 
. with the regulation.in taking possession of the land. , 

564. So far as the application was concerned? Not in that altogether1 because an applica.tion must always be 
taken into consideration with the way in which he has taken up the clmm and marked it. For instance, if a man 
posts a noticti in· the north-east corner of the ground and in his application states it is in the centre that would be a 

. fatal objection, and he would be deprived of his lease. It is quite right, too, because he would be putting his posted 
notice in one place and describing it in another, and he could claim the right to extend over the whole area and select 
the best piece out of it, to the detriment of other prospecto1·s. It must be clear in this respeet, otherwise injustice 
would be done to.others. 

. 565. Has it come under your observation that there is a class of men about the mines who do nothing in practical 
mining, but prowl about the commissioners' courts for the purpose offincling a .technical objection in the rights of 
others? No, certainly not prowling about the commissioners' courts; but there are men who prowl about the 
country and look after the posting of notices and that sort of thing. They could · not gain anything by prowling 
about 'the commissioners' comts. There are a number of these men in all mining communities, who follow on the 
heels of prospectors and look out for any defects in the notice or marking-off of a claim. 

566. Are you aware that bonafide prospectors have failed to go out on account of this regulation? If he docs 
not secure his land it is his own fault. The manner of doing so is simple enough, and if he exercises ordinary care 
it will secure him. 

567. Is there anything in the regulntions to prevent a man putting up a post-dated notice? Only that such a 
thing is a misdemeanor, that would render him liable to a severe penalty. 

568. Has any case come under your observation? No. I have heard such a thing said, but there was nothing 
to show whethci· it was true or not. 

569. In any case such a circumstance would be very difficult to di~co,:or? Very difficult indeed, I should think. 
Still, it is one.of those offences which if proved the perpetrator would be liable to severe punishment as a misdemeanant. 

570. Do you think permanent surveys would be any benefit if coupled with permission to occupy smaller areas 
u~der ordinary licences? Permanent surveys would be an immense advantage to the department, but would prove 

. a very serious obstacle to the miners, inasmuch as a man could not tnkc up the exact piece of' land he wanted. 
, Permanent surveys would materially interfere with the oper:i.tions of the prospector and miner. 

571. Do you think it would interfere with them if a second tenure was ereated allowing a portion of land to be 
held under a miner's right? Yes, became a man would like u more secure tenure. He might desire to get a lease 
ofa claim which was not in the exact shape of the survey, but might include portions of three or four fom1crly 
surveyed blocks .. That is a very common thing-. I have seen numerous instances where abandoned ground bus been 
taken up over portio!ls of three or four former leases. 

572. Do you think the advantages of per1irnnent surveys ore not in excess of the drawbacks? I do not think 
there is any advaantage to the miner;· but the department ,vould be saved a great deal of trouble. 

573. Do you think tlie present mineral charts are of any value to miners? Yes, the charts I believe ure 
accurate, though there may, of course, be mistakes. 

574. Do yon thiok the present system of allowing ~urveys to be taken up under different forms sets up a 
disintrgrntion of the mineral charts? No, not if the minerul chart,, arc kept up, and revised surveys marked on 
them. 

· 575. I believe it. is a fact the mineral charts have to be issued every two or three years? Only one ot each 
distric_t _has been issued, and they are not all out yet. 

576. Does not the present system of surveys immediately destroy their value as soon as they are muda? lt 
does not destroy their value, but as soon as fres11 surveys nre ma'.lll tluiy requin: tLlteration. 
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.. 5?7 •. Ar\J Y;011 in favour- of. issui;1g _n:tin1Jral .licences·? . Not on worked-ou_t,groupd, but on new fielqs, decidedly-so. 
l always was, all th.ro,ugh,. but Parliament ~vciulcl not µgree to _it. 

578. Are you in favour of their being issued all over the colony? ::,r o, I <lo not think they would work well- in 
the districts where .the. shpJlow.depo,~its_are worked out; the, day for that has gone by. 

; 579. W,hil,t do you, think about the a1'.ea fo~· a .mineral ·licence .?-,,-,-do you think a,quarter ot arr acre ot- ground, is 
sufficient? No, I do not think it is, but more is allowed. 

: 580 .. Is i.t,not a: quarte]] of an acre-.at. ,present? . No; ·.that is a popular error. ·The area- is one acre, and there is 
nothing stated in the Act, or elsewhere, about a quarter of an acre. 

581., vVhy should not a.miner's right for .. tin operate· throughout- -t:ie whole •country? .. : Because •the·shallow 
,.,allu;vial deposits, whiph are:the. only deposits that it ~voulcl· 1my; ,to work-rmdei1 a .. miner's _right,. have .. been worked 

out,-at least it is supposed so. 
582. Do.you thin kc that, under"the: Mineral Lands Act, a .miner's right,.-applicable to ,the whole ,of .the. colony, 

would have any effect in inducing prospecting on account of'a man being able to aLways.cm:ry-his .tenure with;)1im? 
It.would not, ,simply. beca,use a prospector µnder the Mineral Lands Act_ can take up a prospecting area wherever he 

. likes. ff.he was OIJly.aHowed a wtner',s :right it ~-:oukl be impo~ing a res~rictioIJ which he does-not si1ffer at.present . 
. ,583.• Are you aware .that in alLthe colonies certain .limited- restrictip::is,have, been placed upon-.the, Chinese-as 

rngards rights and privileges under either,MineralLands Act or- Gold. Fields Acts?· l. believe that is so, from- what 
I read in the ne,vsnapers: .but I.have not made.myself acquainted with the practical.opei:ation,ofany of_.the laws in 
other colonies with reference t9 granting of licences and so on to Chinese. 

584. Do you think it. would be a _benefit to the people.of'this colony in_ any way if spme limitecl. exception could 
be taken as to the terms upon which Chinese shpuld hold_rights or privilEges?' I have not considei:ed it sufficiently 
to enable me tq give an_ opinion. Regarding the Chinese in this colony, L have found them · generally; law-abiding 

_and industrious; but I believe it to be a fact, which is not disputed,-that.'Vhere the-Chinese become very numerous 
, an~l are in a majority, they are a most objectionable· class of-people, dangerous to the-peace -of- the- community. , In 
'this colony they have never been sufficiently strong-in any one-•part -to make their,.presence, as• far, as: l know, 
objectionable in that respect. 

585. Do Y;OU think,in, the event.of a_ny legislation being.requ}red as,affecting' the Chinese, that it would be best 
• to limit thei1: holding for a peri:o<l, or. actually refuse? : If it is.desirable t::i legislat!c).in that way, I should_ say that to 
,_absolutely refuse is the:only :way, because if you gave ,them such rights for any time tb.ey would be there. 

586 .. Do you think ·legislation of that.nature:far more preferable tha::i a,poll tax? l shoµld not like to_ suggest 
legislation to exclude the Chinese from the colony. If you refuse to give them permission to mine.that would, in 

, effect, exclude then1 ; there.might. be an odd Chinaman.here [!nd ,there, bu~ not any number toge_th(lr. 
·-.,587. Can you make any .suggestions as to. the altcration,of. the present laws where the decision of the , commis

sioner should be deemed final? , There is no- matter in which the decision ,Jf the commissioner is absolutely ,final. 
588. Do .you consider it would be beneficial.for.mining generally if_,p:..ompt andJinal:decision could-be given by 

the Commissioner in mostly all cases that come before his court? N c, certainly not. I would not leave a final 
. decision to-a_ny commissioner in.existence .. I do not think tliat.final,decis:ons in any mining d_ispute.ought to be left 
.. to any commissioner. .There should be,aII.appeal, as now, to the. $upreme _Court; bu_t that is.practically out of -the 

•. reach of a:grea,t.number of mining.men. 
589. <Do ·you think it would be any.benefit to .the mining community if all the mining legislation were consoli

dated?· That is a vcry,delicate,question.to answer. )Iy expe_rience. is this: if a bill is introduced into Parliament 
, you do not know in what shape.it will.appear when it comes out. I-~voulcl recommend not to try for the consolidation 
.of the. Acts. Co_nsoliclate the. regulations, most decidPtlly, because the Gavernor in Council can do that, but you. do 
not know where the,other course would stop. I found my statement in tl::is respect on th()_fact that the Gold Fields 
and Mineral Lands Acts have had several amendments. There are four amendments to the Gol<l Fields Act;. the 

. original draft contained every one of the matters in thoEe amendi_ng Acts. They :were thrown out in J;'arliament, and 
; .Parliament next. session hacl to .undo .. some of its work, and restore som3 of the clauses it had thrown out. Next 

ses~ion there was a little more, and, shortly after, a little more still of the re;;urn to the original draft. If y.ou attempt 
to <"onsoliclat!c) the Acts you do not know in what way they will come out o: it. · 

590. What is your observation of the way in whi_ch surveys have been effected in our mineral lands? I cannot 
express any opinion a.s to whether they are properly effected. It is a maUer for a professional ma.n. But there has 
been freq\ient delay in many surveys, and I think that delay is inseparable from the system of contract-surveys now 

-in existence. · 
591. Do you think contract surveys. should be abolished and a 1Jroper &ilary paid to surveyors, while the survey 

. fees should be paid into the Treasury-would that be any benefit? It would be a benefit to the mining community in 
· getting their surveys more expeditiously effected. · But .the question is one of exp_cnse, and that is a ·matter I have 
not to deal with. · 

592. Has it come under your knowledge that the present surveyors fa::-m out their contracts to lads? No, they 
_ ;i.re sublet to authorised surveyors. 

593. Relative to water-rights,- what is your opinion of the charge of ls. 3d. for a contour survey after a race is 
-::ut? It is entirely a professional matter, and I could not give an opinion. It is a matter the Surveyor-Gene1'al 
3houlcl deal with. The charge was fixed in the regulations after reference.to the Survey branch of the-Department. 

594. That survey which is effected is effected at the expense of the . applicant· for certain legal considerations? 
· At the expense of the a,pplicant, in order that he.may be ::urnished with a right deed. 

595. It is of no value forth~ purpose of cutting the race? No, but of very great value for determining the 
•: position of the race in case of disputes. - It is precisely in the same position as the • surveys -of the boundaries of a 

Eection ofland in order that they may be clearly defined in the grant deed. 
596. Have you heard any c9mplaints with reference to this charge since you have been Commissioner of Miw, 

from miners generally? No, not from miners generally. I have had instances·of. grumbling. , It-is not necessarily 
a charge in addition to the expense oflaying out a race, because where a race is laid out by a competent surveyor 
his survey is accepted by the department for the purposes;ofthe.grant. 

597. Do you think that should not be intimated in some way, because there is not one miner in a hundred who 
: knows it. It has been the case for years, and has been availed of many times. , l think they do know it if they take 
· fae trouble to think. 

598. There is nothing in the regulations to settha.t forth? · I think there is; regulation No. 19 provides for it. -
599 . . By Mr. Conway.-Do you think the £1 for £1 loan for deep sinking, returnable out of -profits,, would give. 

., a stimulus to mining and create a fund to assist mining? It would give a stimulus to mining, no. doubt. 
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600. Do you not think a board consisting of one or two practical men from each mining district, with the Com

missioner and Government Geologist as members, would be of assistance in recommendin~ the Minister as to appli
cations in connection with the mining vote for prospecting purposes 7 I have no doubt sucll a board would be of very 
great assistance. 

601. Do you not think that a miner's reward should be given, and a smaller portion of ground on a sliding scale, 
according to distance from former discoveries, to prospectors making finds? It is so now, except that no money is 
given. A claim is given, under a sliding scale. 

602. Do you not think a money reward and a smaller piece of ground would be more acceptable 7 It might be 
more acceptable, but I do not think it would be wise. 

603. Do you not think that by giving such large grants of land it causes a monopoly, and puts other people 
applying for ground too far from t1ie centre of operations in prospecting ground? No; the prospecting grants are 
not large ; the largest area is 20 acres. 

604. If three men apply they can get 15 acres each-45 acres 7 If there is a discovery made, they have as good 
a right, if not a better right, than others. 

605. Do you think better encouragement should be given to prospectors to make use of the diamond drill ? 
Yes, I think the assistance to protipecting ought almost all to be done by diamond. drill ; so very much more can be 
done for the money. Of course, that would not apply to searching for indications of minerals in new country, which 
is another kind of prospecting altogether. In speaking of the diamond drills, I refer to prospecting at a depth. 

606. You can prospect at any angle with them? Yes, one of the drills can be set at any angle . 
. 607. Could you frame a system to assist mining companies to proceed when they are unable to do so without 

assistance? 'rhat is a question that could not be answered verbally or at a moment's notice. 
608. I think you have stated that all miners' rights should be issued to date from one day and to expire on one 

day? I think they should all expire at the end of the year whenever they have been granted. If"they were to run 
for twelve months from any day of issue you would find a great many miners would have their claims jumped, 
because they would forget that the miner's right held by them had expired. At one time in this colony the 
miner's right ran for 12 months fi·om the day of issue, and l was then Commissioner of Goldfields. Several 
cases came before me where claims were jumped because miners' rights had expired and had not been renewed. A 
very strong feeling seemed to gain ground throughout the colony amongst the miners that the law should be altered, 
and at their solicitation I brought the matter under the notice of the Government. The result was an Act was passed 
compelling miners' rights to expire on the 31st December. It was done upon the solicitation of a large number of 
miners, and now I see they are agitating to have it put back again. ,vhichevcr way you have it, you will alwuys 
fincl a number of men who want it oth_erwise. 

609. During my passage through my own districts it has been su~gested that it would be practicable to issue 
them for six months only, closing at the end of June and the encl of December 7 It is quite practicable ; but it 
would require an Act of Parliament to do it, as it could not be clone under the regulations. 

610. Making it 5s. for the year and 2s. 6d. from the 30th June 7 It could not be clone without an amending 
Act of Parliament. 

Gll. Would it be objectionable? Not ifit was thought to be worth while. I do not think the majority of the 
miners care very much about it. Some of them I know do; but I do not think the majority of them care much nbout 
it or desire the change, and half-a-crown seems to be a very small thing to introduce an Act for. It can be donr, and 
there is no objection on principle to it whatever; in fact, one time it was the law. · '!'he Act authorised the Governor 
in Council to fix the fees, and it was tried at 10s. for the year, 5s. from the 1st July, and 2s. 6d. from the 1st of 
October. I should very strongly advise and urge upon the Committee not to attempt to make the miners' rights 
run for 12 months from :my day of issue, or, much as you may wish to assist miners in that respect, you will find 
that numerous cases of hardships will ensue, and claims will be jumped, because miners will then allow their rights 
to run out by forgetting the day they were taken out. 

612. Do you not think the miner contributes more, by the consumption of dutiable articles, to the revenue than 
any other class in the colony 7 No, I do not think so. I think the labouring classes in this colony all eat and 
drink as much as they want. 

613. Have you given any answer to the question of the alteration of the dividend tax ? That is not exactly 
a matter I have anything to do with. It is not a mining question. 

614. In the event of mining boards being created, how do you recommend that tlie delegates to the central board 
should be elected·? By claimholders, either under lease or miner's right. I would 11ot allow a man to have a vote 
because he held a miner's right, but he would have to hold a elaim either under lense or miner's right ~o as to keep 
a meeting from being packed if some big company rolled up all their men to vote on a question of that kind. 

615. What control would you recommend over the vote for prospecting purposes 7 It should be recommended 
by a board that has been spoken ot; consisting of the Secretary of Mines, the Commissioner, Geologist, and the 
delegates or representatives. After being recommended by this board it should be approved by the Minister. 

616. You are in favour of applications for grants .being received outside of the district where the land is 
situated 7 Decidedly so, otherwise you would create an obstacle to mining. A man would be hampered a great deal 
if he were not allowed to put his application in wherever it was convenient to him. 

617. Do you favour a central office in Lau~ceston? Well, there is a central office in Launceston. 
618. But a central office where all mining business could be transacted? Yes I do; my opinion upon that 

point is already in print. I think the mining community should be allowed to do all their business there; of course 
that does not imply that the head office should be there. The he~d office should be the Minister's office. 

619. You think the commissioners and delegates comprising the board should have the power to recommend and 
advise on the distribution of the prospecting vote 7 I think it would be an advantage to have a board of that kind 
to advise. 

620. Do you consider the. workmen on leases should be compelled to hold miners' rights 7 I certainly think 
they should not. 

621. Could not a cheaper method of appeal from the decision of the Commissioners, other than the Supreme Courti 
be adopted, and can you suggest any method? Yes, I can. It is a subject to which I have given a very great dea 
-of consideration. I am of opinion there should always be some means ,of a1ipealing against the decision of tl1e 
Commissioner, because he sits alone and adjudicates upon claims which may amount to thousands of pounds. I 
myself have adjudicated in a case where the property in dispute was worth many thousands of pounds, and in other 
cases where it was 8tated to be, or supposed to be, worth thousanrls and thousands of pounds. 'l'he Commissioner is 
the judge of both law and fuct, and lll!lless there is an appeal against his decision you will have no check upon him 
whateTer. That would be too much power to phtce in the hands of any man, I do not care who he may be. '!'be 
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present law regulating appeals is practically oilt of the reach of a very great many of the mining community. The 
Commissioner's decision can only be appettled against to the Supreme Court which sits ill' Hobart, involving the 
usual expensive practice in such cases of employing counsel on both sides, and the full machinery of the Supreme 
Court. I would suggest an intermediate court of appeal, consisting of the Secretary of Mines as chairman, and all 
the Commissioners sitting in one court, which would somewhat resemble the Court of General Quarters Sessions, and 
that they should sit wherever and whenever they thought it desirable, and then review the decisions of the Commis
sioners which might be brought before them upon appeal. 

622. Would you limit a quorum ? Yes, of course ; not less than three to form a quorum. I beli~ve that such a 
court as that would be highly satisfactory in its operation. It would be within the reach of ttnyone interested in a 
mining dispute, would not be costly, and I think it would tend more than anything else to establish a uniform 
practice amongst the Commissioners. I would not abolish the subsequent appeal to the Supreme Court-that goes 
without ~aying, because the Supreme Court has a right to hear appeals in almost any decision. It would be a court 
for the establishment of which many vrecedents could be given. It exists in the magisterial jurisdiction where cases 
adjudicated upon by a Justice of the Peace can be taken on to the whole Court of General Sessions composed of all 
the justices resident in the district. It would be somewhat analagous to that court. I may add that it might be found 
advisable to give the Governor-in-Council power to place on such a bench someone who is not Secretary of Mines or 
Commissioner of Mines. 'fhere might be a judicial officer whose services might be used in that Court of Appeal
such as Mr. Commissioner Whitefoord, or any officer who succeeds him, or it might be found advisable to place the 
police magistrate on, perhaps. It would be as well power should be given to the Governor-in-Council to place upon 
the bench any one or two individuals of that kind. 

623. What would you recommend as a suitable notice, and how should this Court of Appeal be called together 7 
It should be called together by the chairman by notice in thfl Gazette or such other notice as might be deemed 
necessary. You see, in a matter of that kind not much notice would be required, because appeals would be entered. 
As soon as the court had fixed u1mn a time and place for holding the .court, then notice should be given to the 
appellant and respondent. Notice would be given \n the papers; that would be quite sufficient to the outside public. 

62'1. What time would you limit between the notice of appeal and the holding of the court on the same? The 
best way to manage that would be that the court should sit at least once a quarter, or as many times as it thought 
fit. The advantage of holding this court wherever and whenever the members thought fit is that it would accord 
with a general principle. There is one principle which pervades the whole of the mining legislation, and that is to 
take the court to the miner instead of bringing him to the court. The Commissioner goes to where the case is to be 
tried. If the court of appeal found that there were half-a-dozen appeals entered in the North-East District at 
Ringarooma it would probably go up there and hold the court; if at Launceston, it would hold the court there; if 
on the ·west Coast, the court might be held as near to the places as they could get, and by that means it would be 
made a convenience to the mining community. 

625. By M1·. Hawkes.-In your experience as commissioner, have you found miners a litigious class of people? 
No, certainly not a litigious class of people. 'fhere are a great many disputes amongst them, of course, but 
certainly not more than amongst other people. 

626. Do you· think there would be any benefit to the mining community if in all cases, except such as involved 
the right to property held untler tllfl Gold Fields Act or Mineral Lands Act, the decision of the commissioner was 
matle final? I cannot call to mind any decision of a commissioner where property wa~ not involved. · 

627. He sits as a justice of the peace? That is another thing. He is the same individual, but not the same 
officer. 

628. Do you not think it would be convenient if all these matters were finally de!],lt with by the commissioners 7 
It would be a departure from the practice of the justices of the peace. . 

629. B_ut in trivial offences under the Mineral Lands Act a.nd Gold Fields Act? In ordinary offences the appeal 
would be, 1,1ot to the Supreme Court, but to the General Sessions. I could not recommend the abolition of the right 
of appeal in any case. If you cut away that provision a very great deal of injustice could be done. nfagistrates 
are liable to err, and there should be that check upon them that their decisions should be subject to review by a 
higher court. · 

630. Do you think it to the interest of the mining community that miners engaged in prospecting for minerals. 
should have to post a notice up at the nearest post office when they make a claim, as they do now with gold ? It 
would undoubtedly be to the interest of the community generally that this notice should be posted ; but it would 
entail a considerable amount of trouble on the occupant. 

631. Should not the convenience of the public 't,e considered as to the particular office where an application 
should be received, as well as the convenience of the individual? It does not cause any inconvenience to the public. 
Priority of occupation has nothing to do ,vith it. Prio:rity of marking out is the thing. 

632. Do you not consider that a man having to put his application in at the local office would be a conYenience 
to the public as to who occupied that land? No, because neither he nor the public can know whether his application 
will secure the land. It m!Ly have been marked off and applied for, but some one else may be before him. Reliable 
information is given to the public as soon as possible after the application comes in, notwithstanding where it may 
have been received. It is sent to the Hobart office, and on the same day intimation is sent to the registrar of the 
localities where the claim is situated, and he enters it in his books. That is the earliest reliable information that can 
possibly be supplied. · 

633. Do you think it would be any conveniAnce to miners if the local officer should post the substance of that 
communication outside the office? No doubt, but the books are there for them to see. I had the register kept up 
with the greatest care at Moorina, and numbers of miners wrote down for information, when they could have got it 
there. 

634. You consider it to be a great convenience to the mining office that miners' rights should all terminate on a 
certain date? No, I do not know that it would be a greitt convenience to the office. I rather think that, as it would 
entail a large amount of work at the close of the year, it would be better for the office if they were distributed over 
the year. 

635. By the Chairman.-Are you aware that in the- other colonies miners' rights are almost invariably issued 
for 12 months from the day of issue? No, it is not the same in any of the othflr colonies--at least when last I looked 
into the regulations of the other colonies-but in the majority of cases they expire at the end of the year. 

636. In regard to the rents for auriferous land, do you think £1 an acre too high? No, I do not think it is. 
637. Do you not think the mining interest contributes largely in other -ivays to the revenue? Of course they do, 

as much as other people, perhaps a good deal more than some classes. 
638. The members of this proposed' central board-do you think they ought to be paid for their services? That 

is a qu~stion I would not care to answer at once. As far as the principle is concerned I an1 strongly opposed to _it-
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the pay.menu of r ,the m em hers· ,of a ,board, of,that kind;., •Btit rl question· ,if you ·could ;get n1en' to 'C<iine ,unlesir-yoirpiiid 
them-.at least I do not think.you would get,really good. practicaLmen··unless they were paid.>'•. · 

639.·'By ']J!l.1-. l!iiwlld;;LAre·you aWifre' th'a:t hJ'.'·N1hV South 'Wales the·'Govei:nmeiit 'doei!"illiy"th'eir expenses? 
No, I do not 'knoW'it.: 

640. ,By .tliii Chrzirman.:-"'-Are tb-e:ce .anyfurthe.r suggestions.you can· give.the Committee-?, . -~ o, 1 .do ·not think, 
so. I should just like to add, as bearing upon what I have already ·said, ~hat.·.a ver:y ,great deal :of what'·is lieing, 
written anµ said ,about the regulations is based upo~ utter ign<;>railce otwhat the existmg law is. A very- great deal 
of·,,. l!at•is ·tend· fa• tlie newspapers 'as :sugges_tfous for arnenament a·ctually' exist nt the·present' ·rnoiuent'. · 

. .' ~ ,'.o,,•,1,.,-•. _ •••<"> • ••••• ,..,,. • • , •• ,r ,, ::.;;, • 

M1t··.Gi:JSTA "V'TIIUREA:U; ·examined.,'. 

641. ·By 'tlie 1Clui,innan.-You are·Iuspector·of Miiies'?· !.Yes·.' 
642'. You m'c, I believe, also a mining.,geologist,? . Y r.s, as a matter of fact; 1-ivas · appointed Inspector of Mines 

in ordedo fill the positiim of mining geologist.'as well,.iJ?, 1880. 
643. You have been frequently called upon by the Minister of Lands: and W orkslof ithe· day :to•go-nml" report:: 

upon various mining districts as.a.mining geologist~ Yes .. 
644. You .. Jmve credentials• of your qualification as,a mining.,geologist'?· Yes.- I was educated at• the Roya;I1 

~c/lool 0~· -Mines at ·Clausthali' Har'tz',Mountains ; :-Fellow,· of· the GeologicaJ·Society :of• 'London,· and· possess· creden~; 
tials statmg I am competent,m every,respect. :·. · 

645.: Hhink you were ·not long·ago askea_ to i·eport 'upon" the 'Geolqgy 'bf 'l'asriiania for· ii ·Gernian: · School cif · 
Mines ? - Yes, by A. v.on ,Groddeck,· 'one·of the, Councillorsroftlie•School•:of.Mi'nes;-Germany;' ·,. 

646. Have 'you been connected witli'-mii:ies for many yeitrs·? I do 11ot ·know. anything else, 'J wtis ·brouo-ht up 
to· mining in·-the ·district' of 'the 'Hartz" Motihtairn.", and "so' fur'.'as :I can· rem·ember, 's\nce ·1845 I have 'never followed 
anything else; · 

(i47.: Db. you thi'nk it would' be more suitable and, convenient .. to the-mining: community· if the central office was· 
at'"Laui:1ceston...:....not the.bead .. office; but a ceriti•nl office-?-,. Yes, I, think-so .... ,. 

648 .. ,Do -you •thh\.k,thatapplications fo1•lan·d, under :the 'GolcV1Ffolds ·A.ct-in'-'l\1inera1' 1A:ct·.sliotild"he 'sent to the· 
commissioner of the district where the land applied for is situated? Yes/•-· • 

649. Do·.y.ou consider ,tbe'l•e'nt 6fauriforous ·lahdntbo!high?•, ·· ,J think ·so:0,, ·-

650.' 'What 'wmild·'y6u.irecluce Wtoi? · I wiluld· rtilike·it 't1i'e sa1nifas thif'minei-al lanos;·5s>'an acre'.·-

651. Do you think miners'. rights should be issued for 12 months from any day of'issue? . Yes. 
652 .. Do' you. tbiii'k--1niners .working-for wages should"1:ie ,compelled to·trtke,outJmin'ers1 tights ?,--. I think so.· 

653. Is that done-in the· other 'Ccilonies,• so ,far its ·your experiencergoes··?"' Yes/I think so,• 

. 654:, Why' should-they; be·compelled to· do so:? It 'is· simply· 'unde1'· 'the old' 1·uie;··that miners;,bccupying or 
working auriforous crown lands ought to pay. · 

655; ·But, suppose , they, do. not• bccupy cro\vii' • lands; ·but·· 'lodge' 'in private· lodging.:.houses, ·or liv'e'bn freehold 
properties ? In that case they ought not. 

656.-,You are :aware· tha1rn notice'-has to be posted at"the'iiearest•post offide ,vhen a :Section is taken up unde1' the 
Gold •Fields· ·Act~do you, think-the ·•same thing ought to ap·ply 'to' n1ineral,.section:S'? I think it ·'should apply in all 
cases. 

6_57, ;Do you·think it desirable'ii. pro·s1lecting vote should be· giv
0

en? Yes. 
658. Under what super.vision would. you recommend its being expended? I have ·had a large amount of 

experience in Victoi-ia as-regards prosp·ecting votes,·and·have. 'jotted clown a fe,v remarks· upon that point. In the 
fii'st instance these prospectors.got wages,.·but that' syst.e'n1 foileil ;' then they were paid half wages. with an interest 
in'' the yields, but this· ·was not h1ore satisfactory. The distribution of 'the vote-was then partially ,placed under the 
control of local bodies, but this system was grossly abused, and proved un·satisf'acfory. In a few instances successful 
results- have followed Government· assistance, but as a whole the results have bee11 inadequate to· the-larl;\"e expendi
ture. •· .If a prospecting vote is granted· in •'l'asmania, any·iissistmice given to registei·ed ·companies,· as, for mstance, in 
aicl to deep sinking, should be ·a charge on futur11 dividends if any,·so tluit the money returned by·successful companies· 
,rould be uvailable for helping other .ventures, without agnin coming to Parliamr.nt. .For distribution of grants to 
private· prospectors or co-operative parties and reward -for new discoveries, I would suggest the appointnient ofa' 
board,' composed of one or two officers of the departme1it and one or two leading mining men, who would thus take-
the responsibility of not allowing Government assistance to .be abused. As new discoveries are almost invariably ' 
mud·c by'bonafide prospectors, often at great,expense and,hardship,.it is "ivorth consideration whether-in -addition to· 
reward claims (as at :present) money-gratuities,•,given under certain-conditions of the ·new fields employing a certain 
amount of labour or yielding a certain value of mineral, would not be an encoumgement to a class of men 'of whom 
we cannot have too many in Tasmania. In dealing with miners and prospectors, over whom it is practically impos
sible to exercise supervision, it is a very difficult miitter ·to acco'rd fair enco\1ragement and a system, and at the same 
time iJrevent the Governmerit being robbed or 'the conditions of a· subsidy abused. · ',Ve cannot afford failure und · 
,Jisappbintment at the outset, as these·would prejudice Parliari1ent against further assistance in this di1·ection ; there
fore, a common-sense principle and business system must be strictly observed. I would suggest tlmt-(1.) Care 
f:hould be exercised in,,only :-granting· assistance· to· miners of good -cha1'acter and ·practical 'experience. (2.) The 
lender of the party to be fm•nished. with· a• book in which every -item of ex1ienditure sh'ould be entPred, and rnuchei·s · 
obtained foi· every item ·of- importance-; when;•it dra"iv· is ·desired· the book •and vouchers to be forwa·rded to head" · 
quarters, when a new book is issued, and after examination whatever proportion of expenses has been agreed on· will 
be paid by the board. (3.) .In the event of- a successful discovery Government ,to pay the balance ·of the expenses 
and such gratuity as a coinpetent officer of the department shall 1'.ecommend ,as justiiied, -under regulatious relating 
to pecuniai·y rewards. in which a maximum would be fixed.- (4.) The·leader of prospecting parties to· furnish fort- · 
nightly reports to the persoi1 or boa1·d entrusted with the .administration of the prospecting vote. By this means the 
money· woitlil be expende~· ur!der ·propei- contrbL - . . 

659!· How would-this 'board be composed ? One ·or two office·rs · belonging to· the 'depa·rtment, · and gentlemen 
interested in mining to be nominated liy the Govei.'1iment. 

660.; Are you iirfin'cim··of-niining··bo:\'rd~-·? Yes,' to ·a ceitnin'·extent.. I believe they"should ·not be elected 
perpetual: members, but' elected for a shcii-t period ·by the·lu:ilde1·s of miners' rights. 
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661. Would these boards send any members to the central board, one of the functions of which would be, as 
you say, to advise the Government as to the expenditure of the prospecting vote? Yes, that central board would 
consist of the delegates from the local boards, the members for the districts, the Commissioners, and the Secretary 
'of Mines. 

662. By Mr. Hawkes.-What is your opinion with regard to the· West Coast generally, as to its value for 
minerals? I think it is very highly valuable. 
. 663. Do you think the mines of the West Coast will be more in the direction of lode-mining than alluvial? 
Both. · . 

664. Which do you think likely to predominate? I think the lode will. 
665. From your knowledge of the West Coast, are you of opinion that there will be any discoveries made with 

regard to various minerals, taking into consideration its geological formation ? Yes. 
666. What do you think, taking into consideration this geological formation, is most likely to be found there? 

Gold and tin. 
667. Do you not think there is sufficient evidence of its value as a mineral country to warrant the Government in 

cutting a series of tracks through the West Coast, quite irrespective of any particular discovery? I think so : in 
fact, I am sure that every encouragement should be given by the Government to cut tracks. 

668. Do you not think sufficient discovery has been made to induce the Government to cut tracks in any 
direction, without reference to any particular d1sconry? Yes·, I think so. 
· 669. As Inspector of Mines, do you think the regulation absolutely neces·sary which requires a complete suspen
sion of working when an accident has happened in 11, mine? In some cases it would be necessary. I have been 
.Inspector of Mines for nearly six years, and never had occasion to enforce it but once. 
. 670. What is the object of that regulation for suspending work? The object is, if an accident happens the
Inspector may examine into the cause of the accident before anything is disturbed subsequent to the accident. I 
may mention that during my administration of the Act there was only one accident in which I found it necessary to 
examine under these circumstances-at Campania. 

671. How have you found, as Inspector of Mines, that your orders regarding the working of mines have been 
carried out by the various companies ? I find that mining managers generally comply with my orders. 

672. You have had a great deal of experience in practical mining? Yes. 
673. I wish you to give your opinion in regard to the value of the suggestions of a central board composed of 

delegates from the different mining centres to advise the Minister in regard to the requirements of mining, so far as 
the regulations are concerned. Do you think a board of that description would be of any value or not ? I think 
as a board of advice-taking it in that way-it would be of great value. 

674. And in assisting the Government to determine the expenditure of any votes for prospecting ? It would 
a.id the Government in forming an idea of how that money should be expended. 

675. Where dicl you get your experience of mining? I w~s brought up to it at the School of Mines Germany, 
and have followed mining ever since. I landed in Adelaide in 1849, and have been mining manager, and lecturer on 
geology and practical mining at the School of Mines, Sandhurst, and delegate to California to report on mines, 
treatment of ores, machinery, and geology. I am a Fellow of the Geological Society of London, and a member or 
various scientific societies. In fact, I may say that I do not know anything but mining. 

676. I wish you to give your opinion to the Committee, taking your varied experience to assist you, as to 
·whether or not the general tendency in all countries, as far as mining laws and regulations are concerned, bas been 
to have these laws framed under the guidance of men engaged in practical mining? I think so. 

677. I wish you to give a clear opinion on that point, whether the arrangement of the laws has or has not been 
generally entrusted to men engaged in the industry, and having a practical knowledge of it? Yes, speaking· 
generally. So far as my colonial experience goes, the tendency is iri that direction. 

678. Do you think it is necessary or unnecessary that.land contiguous to the mines should be locked up by the 
· Crown ? I would recommend that some officer should be sent to see if the land was valuable for any nther purpose 
but mining. 

679. You consider it necessary before any land is alienated contiguous to the mines it should be examined by an 
expert as to its characteristics from a mineral point of view ? Yes. • 

680. By Mr. Conway. -Do you not consider .a more liberal and extensive assistance ought to be given to 
encourage the use of the diamond drills for prospecting ? Yes, of course; there is no other method of proving the 
future ofa deposit. · 

681. Would it not be cheaper to prove deep ground from, say 400-feet level, by the diamond drill than by 
sinking ? Yes, much cheaper. 

682. Do you not think this would be a practicable way of assisting companies who are down to a certain depth-
200, 300, or 400 feet? I think so. 

683. Do you think it would be practicable to give £1 for £1 loans to companies? Yes, but I think any 
assistance in that way ought to be returned out of dividends. . , 

684. Would it not require substantial security? Yes, I think so. 
685. Do you not think a board, consisting of one or two practical men from each district, with the Commis

sioners and the Inspector of Mine.'3, would be useful to recommend to Ministers the disposal of any money voted for 
prospecting purposes ? I think so. , 

686. By the Cllairman.-Do you think any court could be formed to hear appeals from the decisions of indi
vidual commissioneril without taking them to the Supreme Court? A cheaper means of appeal might be found, but 
I am not prepared to say how. 

687. By Mr. Fenton.-Do you know the country between Mount Bischoff and Mount Lyell? No; I went 
along the Long Plains; that is the only part of that country I know. 

688. By Mr. Hawhes.-In a geological point of view, is it a fact or otherwise that generally the best metalli
ferous formations are found on the edge of the metalliferous and non-metalliferous country? Yes. 

689. That is a circumstance not generally known to miners? No. 
690. By the Cllairman.-Do you consider it desirable that the mining laws should be consolidated? Yes, I 

consider the mining laws should be kept in force for three years and then reviewed. 
69,0A, At present prospectors can take out any number of prospecting areas adjoining each other? That is 

Mining, 
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,wrong altogether,; -there, should. be only one, prospecting,.area; and no other allowed, within five miles •by the nearest 
:.way of communication. At Mount Lyell the nearest deposits are at King River, which is eight-miles away by the 
,~rack and five f!liles:-in,a-. direetline. 

691. By Mr. Hawkes.-Do you think that any person who proves absolute priority of occupation through any 
•:defects in. his,description- -of -a_ piece of ground or.in- his -application, should be deprived of his right? I think not, 
because it is sometimes almost impossible to give a right description. · - , 

·692. ,A:per-son·may;.in h_is application,, ~tate that his peg. is -in. the ~en_tre of his.ground1: and,it may tm:n ~ut,to be 
on the western boundary of 1t. Do you thmk an error of that description should deprive a man of his right ancl 
title ? No, I think not. . · 
. 693. Is it not. a-fact that there is no centr_e or real boundary of a ciaini until survey has been effected? I 

think so. · 
69.4. Suppose:a.person marked out t_o<;> much.grolind,,do _you think it would be.preferable or otherwise that the 

man who occupied the ground next" adjoining him· should oe allowed to move his pegs upwards instead of allowing- a. 
s_mall piece of vacant land between the claims ? Yes. 
_ 695. Is.tqere ariything,further you wish-t'ci say? 'Mr, Cha1rmai;l, I wish-tci bring before .your notice a matter I 
have moved· in for some time-a means of attracting a mining_ pC1pt'ilaticin to· Tasmania. · If the other colonies orily,knew 
that we were.producing such large quantities cif' gold it·wcitild attract a large niinirig population. I have suggestiid 
to: tb:e Governnieiit for foi'o' of•thi'ee· years' past that we· bug ht' tci follow the· plan·•of' Queensland, that is;. that any man 
acting as a shipp~r or merchant exporting _gold• shotild/'e~ister.'th~•.amo~Iit;-•a:ii? the·.-Gov~riime·nt should kcep• a rec·or'd 

. 0£ the-amo:unt.of gold ex-ported; by render.mg a man hab1e·to forfeiture if-he did- not register. They have-such a law 
,in:Queensland. ~t,present'we, do not !fet the c!edit for our pr~duct, as it leaves secretly and g?es to swell the_returlis 
of the other colomes. I would-,go so,far as-this: ,person~-leavmg tlie colony-should be a:sked if they h!J,ve any gold 
:ind if ther-sa,y not, and gold is found 9:f~r-wards in their.Jlossession, it _should be forfeiJ:ed. That is the plan adoJ?ted 
,m Queensland, .where they recently seized 1709 oµnces in the possess10n of s'onie Clnnamel)., The Customs officer 
ma~ing the iriq.uu:y 'd<:i'e~' riot want. the ~allies of t~e p~_rties, but' simply'_ the ,v'eiglit of ~he· gold for record. .At Lyell 
durmg the last 12 months, I have it upon good authority, that there were 90 or 100 mmers, and that they 5old close 
upon 1000 ounces of gold, and that clo8e upon three times that animilit ·,vent away witli the miners. · 

·MR. ,FR:A!NCIS •BELSTEAD; examiized; 

696. By the. Ohairman.~ YOU •are Secretary of Mines,? Yes •. 
697. You have framed some fresh regula:tiolis ?' ·-No·;· I,am in'pr'ocess of codifying 'the'present·ones. 

· 698·. You ate noti con·solidatirrg the' Mirting !Acts·?- ·N'o ; . not,intetfering-with those in any ·way. 
699. Do you think it clesirable the ActlVshoillci'be-ironscilidated '/ Yes, distinctly, but'i do n·ot think it is clesirable 

-they should 1be· tl.rilen<l.ed:to,.ariy 'very"great ·ex,tent.-
. 700., Do yciµ thinkit;desirable"tliat_ the· counfry' shouici be'divi'ded into mining distrfots, and that these districts 

-'sl~ould elect m'ember.s to,go cin a·ceritral- mining board'?· -Yes;·1 do. 
701. '!'hat is, to advise .and. assist-the.Secretary, 7 Yes, ,I, do .. 

· 702. And how would:yoll -have the members of that board elected? I would first- divide the country into 
mining-districts-say three;- I-would allow-each-district-to ·elect-a member, and have•two members nominated by- the 
crown, one of whom should be the,S-ec·retary· of-Mines. I would- have these elected members elected by persons 
holding mining leases or-mining claims. _ 

703. You object' to those· holding-miners' rights alone? Yes, as-the, iaw .at p1'esent· stands. l may state that as 
the law at present stands all employ:es in'-mines are supposed to ·have miners' rights. I- clo-not think these persons 
should be entitled to vote for the election of members of the. mining boards. 

704. Do you thinkthese-persons-shouJd be compelled-toitake· out' miner.s' rights? No, I think they should be 
exempt; but that is the law at present, and we are bound to enforce it. As a matter of course many of them would 
take out miners' rights, .because- under miners' rights they hold-residence areas to live upon; but those who simply 
t~ceive a .daily wage arid. lodge at hotels· or el'se,vliere,·I do not think ought to be compelled to take out miners 
rights. 

705; In regard'' to the. prospecting ~ote, sli:ould. that vote ·be _passed, ·ho,v· would you recommend it being 
expended'~for what objects·; artd tinder·,vhat siipetvisiciri? I-would recommend its being expended in deep-sinking 

. upon the £1 for £1 principle, and in assisting appro~ed prospecting parties, whether for quartz or alluvial, irrespective 
-altogether of the-depth. •For instance,- some party-may be,g<iing ·on prospecting and may· wu.nt to bottom a hole of 
100 feet, and require assistance to enable them to do so; I would assist them. -

706. · Of course-you,,voul'd recommend' using ther diamo_nd- d'rill? Yes,· as a-matter· of'course. 
707. Under whose supervision? 'I'he board I have already alluded to. The mini_ng board should receive 

applications and ·decid'e tliem; s·ubject to· the approval of the Minister ·always. 
708. Do you think the rent of auriferous land-£1 per·ac'i'e-too much? · No;· I have- not heard any com-

plaints of it. . . 
· 709, And-T presume-you· think the same-with· regard:to other minerals? I do not think I ever heard a com-
··plaint of them, an'di'do·n·ot-tliink the rehtii'tod much.- · 

710. Do you think that applications should only go to the commissioner of the district wherein the' land applied 
for is'sifaate, or that they should rem·aill' as- they are·? I should _say remain' as they are,-for facilities ·should be given 
to" thee mining community·to'-lodge'their; applicationti: at the most' cpnvertient place to themselves,-as is done at·ptesen:t. 

711. Under the present regulations are you not aware that it is very hard for· tl1ose'·in the district to· foaril 
whethr.r'a' particular section is'frekeh up or not·? No,· l do not-think it is, inasmuch ·as'the ·person- proposing to take 
up a section of land can at any time go upoii' the' section 'arid: see·· the notice;- and·· if he makes· enquiry at the 
l\lines Office,at, Hobart he ·can ahv\l,ys ascertain instantly if,there has .been an- applicu.tion lodged, _and if there is an 
application lodged-it• is known.and recorded at the particular local office on, the following-,day. I do not think there 
is any difficulty in the present system. 

_ 712. Are-the registrar.sat t_lle different districts supplied with a c\iar,t now on whicli to mark all the sections 
taken up?· Yes;all survefed·sE!ctions. . . · 

713. And not all those,appVeci for? . ~o: . We cann·ot, of course; chart them u~tii they ·are <µrveyecl and WtJ 
· kno,v- where tl1ey' are, for'miiliy' descriptions1 given·tire so vague that you--could· not' 16cate· the groU:rtd. : · ' · 
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714. Do you think it is desirable that notices should be posted at the nearest post office-in iegard to tii;i-and 

otger minerals, as ie .now carried_ out with regard :to gold ? No, .l do. not think_ so. 
715. And in regard to. sections (whether prospecting .areas or others), when.nn appfaiant has marked.off too 

much, do you not think the next applicant should have the rightto. mave his pegs up;? - No,.I do not, for-the reason.that 
I <eonsider that an applicant absolutely-indicates the.ground he requires by.the pegs he puts into the ground, and that 
he should be kept to it. But,.thougl1 I do,not thirik he has a p,ret\lrential rig-!it in such a case, if no one objects, and. 
the applicant wishes it, there is no reasim why he should.not be-mov2d .-up. 

716. Persons sometime~ accompany surveyors, and if they find there is a spnre piece they apply for it at once? 
I do not see how it is to be avoided,.apd to deal.fairly. with an ro"U:nd. _ If. you.were to make any law su_ch as your 
question indicates you seem to b_e in favour of, you would encourage -pr,r~ons to mark'offin excess for the purpose of 
favouring their friend8. Pegs should be takell'as the real indication of what a man desires·to have, 

717. Regarding the prospecting areas, at present parties are a[owed to take them up adjoining each other--do 
you think that is desirable ? I see no reason why it is not. 

718. Do you not think there should be a_ fixed _clistance before another area should:be·taken up? No, I see no 
rea.son for it. 

719. In regard to the central office, do you think it woulcl be more suitable aud convenient for the ,mining com
munity generally if there w11s a central office in Lau11eeswn-not the head office, but a central office? Possibly I 
dq not really understand you. I think there is a central office there already. . 

720. All the principal business to be done at this office, and ever-y information should be. obtained- there? You 
could not do that unfoss the head office was in Launceston. Every availaple information is forwarded to Launceston, 
an\J. it is in every sense of the word a central office, but the official he.ad of the Deparment is not there in attendance. 

721. By JYI1·, 1-Iawkes.,-Y ou state that you see no rea,on why the prospecting areas should not join one another; 
can you give any reason why? If prospecting areas did not join one another it would allow a certain extent of 
country, that possibly it is desirable to prospect, to remain, unprospeeted. I do not see-any reason why there should 
not be a line of prospecting areas right through the country if it is desirable to have it prospected. 

722. Do you think the present law which permits them has a 1endency or not to occupy large areas of the 
country by a·verv limited nu:nber of men? Not if.discreetly administered by the commissioners. 

723. Do you think there should not be a limit to the distan~e-sE-y, not less than half a mile-between each area 
No, I do not, distinctly. You know, I suppose, that the granting of prospecting areas is within the discretion of the 
various Commissioners, both as to area, extent, and time. I would not have that discretion limited. I think that 
discretion should be lef,t to the Commissioner. If he uses it fairly there is no fear of the country rnffering by the 
law as it at present stands. 

724. You have :Stated that you are not in favour after ground is surveyed of the_ surveys being closed up-to use 
& lo~al term? I am not in favour of its being compulsory. 

725. You say you are in favour of assisting to sink a shaft of 100 feet. Are you in favour of prospecting parties 
being given a roving commission to go where they like and how they like? Yes; in my answer I embraced them; 
but_ you say where t.i:\ey like and how they like. I think they should indicat~ what their object is when they start, 
what area of country they intend to prospect, and ,vhat they are prospecting for. The mining board which has the 
allotment of the vote should have the outline of what was going to be done. 

726. You say you are in favour of a man putting in his applicatic'.n where he likes, on the ground that it is a 
convenience to the mining community? Yes. . 

727. lR it n~t more a _convenience to the i.µdividual than the community generally? No; a community is 
made up of individuals. 

· 728. In the particular circumstances of that application does not the law consult the convenience of the individual 
rather than the convenience of the community, by giving it a fair and :;irompt knowledge of all who rraake application 
for rights under the various mining Acts? I do not see how you are to separate the two. If you study the 
convenience of the individual you study thereby the convenience of th:i community. 

729. Why does the law compel a person who applies for rights or privileges under the Gold Fields Act to post a 
notice locally of his application ? For the information of the general public. 

730. If it is for the information of the general public so far as the Gold Fields Act is concerned, do you not 
think the same rule should obtain with regard to applications under the Mineral Lands Act? It shcultl if the law 
were a good one, but I do not think it is a good regulation to require an applicant to post a noticP. of his application 
under the Gold.Fields Act; I would do away with it. 

731. Do you think a prompt acquisition of information with rega::-d to either Act a good and valuable feature to 
those engaged in mining? Yes ; and I consider that under the Minenl Lands Act you have that prompt knowledge, 
inasmuch as the notice is on the ground, and' is open to any man who chooses to go on to· the ground to see it. 

732. Have you any experience of the character of the bush on the North-East Coast? .Not much.· 
733. You are not aware that it would be almost impossible to find a notice owing to the general character of the 

bush? I have a fair knowledge of the bush of Tasmania throughout :nost parts, and am not aware of any bush of 
such a nature, if the notice be 1:1laced as required by the regulations. 

734. Do you think that it is possible for a man to hunt for a week in a 40-acre section and not fir::d the notice ? 
In some places, yes ; it depends upon the man. · 

735. What is your opinion of the charts at present issued to the mining offices with regard to the knowledge and 
whereabouts of any required mineral land? I tlunk they are ver:7 valuable as they stand, but they admit of 
improvement, which is in daily process of going on. 

736. Do you think the present system of surveys -allowing the ground to be re-surveyed in different directions
is any detriment to the charts ? To a certain extent it is ; but mining charts in the very nature of things alter every 
hour. 

737. ls not that alteration caused by the want of the Eystem of wh::tt is callad permanent surveys? Not entirely. 
738. Do you think per=nent surveys would do away with that alteration? It· would do away with it to a 

CP,rtain extent. But I do not agree with permanent surveys at all. 
739. Do you think it would be of any value. to the mining commm~ity that a plotted chart of all applications 

should be exhibited outside the :registrar's office? If it were possible to attain it, it would ; but it is not possible 
withocit survey, inasmuch, as you are quite aware, the applica:its in their written applications are so very vague. 

740. Do you think the prei;ent system of contract surveys is a desi::-able one? No, I think it leads to very con
siderable delay, and it can only be supported as a measure of economy. 



3G 
741. Do you think there is anything gained from an economical point of view in the present survey system, 

when the inconvenience to the mining community is balanced against it? Setting one against the other, as I under
stand your question, as a mining man I most decidedly say all things should be done to assist the mining industry ; 
but, as you are aware, it would involve a considerable cost. 

742. ·would the ·alteration from contract surveys to official surveys involve any cost if the system of permanent 
surveys were introduced? I do not know that it would; but I should like to say again that I am altogether opposed, 
and I believe the mining community would be opposed, to permanent surveys for mining purposes, because I think 
they are impracticable. 

748. Why? Simply because you could not give the mining community what it wants. 
U4. Are you aware that in the other colonies permanent surveys have been carried out with a second tenure 

by mineral licence to enable tniners to take up areas within permanent surveys without a survey ? No, I am not 
aware. 

745. Do you think the objection to permanent surveys would be met by the law providing for the issue of 
mineral licences to occupy land within the limits of survey, without a sur_vey? I do not. I do not think any mineral 
licence would give that security of tenure that the miner requires for large operations. 

746. Are you in favour of a copy of the application for mineral la.nds being posted at the local registrar's office 
for public inspection? I do not think it is necessary. Under our present system it is at the local office the day 
after it is received at the head office, a copy of if being sent by the head office to the local office, where it is open to 
the inspection of anyone. 

747. By application? By asking for the sight of that which any man can see without fee or reward. 
748. Is there any objection to posting it outside the office? No, if you pay the registrars better than at present. 
749. Do you think the local registrars are properly paid ? So far as their present duties go, I think they are. 
750. Do you think mining would be benefited if he had a larger pay and more duties? No, I do not. 
751. Then you think this posting of notices outside the office is not of sufficient value for the Government to pay 

the registrars to do? No, I no not; simply because anyone going to the office can see the applications, and he 
might just as well walk inside and see the book. It would be a multiplication of work. · 

752. Do you think it is conducive tQ the interest of mining that they should have to make a general inspection 
of' the books at the registrar's for a copy of the application, rather than this application should be posted outside the 
office ? I think the inspection of the books is a more convenient mode for the miner. It seems to me to be a 
simple thing; a man might as well read from the book as read the applica.tion. • 

753. Do you think the present area of ground held under a miner's right for tin is sufficient-an acre? I 
have had doubts of' that. I am not quite clear as to the effect in different parts ; but my present view is in f11.vour of 
extending the area. 

754, Do you think the right to mine under the licence should be extended to the whole of the island or not? I 
do, 

755. B.1/ llfr. Conway.-Do you think a more liberal and extensive assistance could not be given to encourage 
the use of the diamond drills for prospecting than at present? Yes, certainly, I think so. 

756. Can you explain a system that would be of service to develop our mineral resources, by helping mining 
-companies to proceed ? I think it would be a legitimate thing for Government to assist companies on the £1 for £1 
principle, and that to be returned in the event of the mine subsequently becoming a dividend paying.mine. 

757. That would establish a fund for further assistance? Of course it would recoup the Gover~ment for its 
outlay and enable them to assist further. 

758. In the present regulations' there is an appeal from the Commissioner's decision to the Supreme Court. 
That is a very expensive method; could not a cheaper method of appeal, without the Supreme ·Court be adopted? 
Yes, I think so. A sort of intermediate court ofappeitl for minor cases, to be composed of a body of not less than 
three Commissioners,. somewhat analogous to the appeals from Petty Sessions to the court of General Sessions. 
The expense and so on ofan appeal to the Supreme Court is practically a bar to many persons appealing who 
possibly might have legitimate grounds for doing so. 

759, Are you aware that some of the surveyors never go on the surveys themselves, but keep a Rtaff of pupils 
and others to do the surveying? It. is not within my personal knowledge, but' I think it is. very commonly_ done. 
The surveyor checks the work, and 1s responsible. We never accept work that has been performed by an assistant, 
-excepting under the signature of the surveyor himself'. 

760, Has it ever come under your knowledge that any of these surveyors ha·rn offered to take up land for 
people on condition that foes are given to them? No, I have never hearcl of such a thing. It is so irregular, that if 
it had come to_ my knowledge I should report it to the Ministerial head of the department at once. · 

761. You do not think s_uch a thing could occur without coming to your know ledge ? Of course it may do so. 
I cannot say what might take place between a surveyor and an individual out in the country. 

762. In the event of an intermediate court of appeal being established, what would you recommend as a suitable 
notice to the parties, ~,ml how should the court be callecl together ? ·well, I think that the appellant should serve 
the opposite party with a notice in the first instance of his intention to appeal, and also lodge a similar notice with 
the Secretary of Mint>s, who should call the court together. . 

763. What time would you allow to elapse between the notice of appeal and holding the court for the same 7 
That would depend very much upon the constitution of the court. The court might be constituted of members who 
were far apart, and it would take some days to communicate with them. It would also be composed of members 
who would have other engagements. They would have to arrange between themselves, but the time should be as 
brief as possible. 

764. Do you think u money reward would be an advanta"'e to prospecting, instead of the quantity of ground 
that is given-that is, to reduce the quantity of ground, aµd give discoverers a money reward subject to the approval 
-of the board and the Minister? No, I do not see that it is necessary. I think the reward claims sufficient. 

765. ·wm you refer to Regulation 83 under the Mineral Lands Act, with regard to the time within which clai1m; 
should be made for compensation by former lessees? I have that noted for amendment, the desirableness of doing 
so having come under my notice. I think the claim should be made within six months, after which the claim should 
lapse. 

766. By tlte Minister ef Lands.-How long have you been connected officially with the Mining department, 
Mr. Belstead? About four years. 
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767. The first portion of that time in the North, as Commissioner of Mines? Yes, tnree sears as Commissioner 

... of Mines in the northern and southern districts, and the balance of the time as Secretary of Mines. 
768. During that time havA you had complaints made to you officially as to any need for amendment of the 

law or regulations connected with mining? No official complaints. I might perhaps add that I have observed 
myself~ and it has come under my knowledge in other ways, that there are various matters of a comparatively 

·trifling nature in which the law and regulations might be amended. 
769. Have you officially observed complaints as to the necessity for amending the law relating to mineral lands 

or mining for gold? Yes, I have. · 

· 770. Can you inform the Committee as to whether many of these complaints were such as might be reasonably 
met by provisions already contained in the regulations? A very great number, in fact a majority, of the complaints 
proceeding from the public press, meetings, and so on, have been based on insufficient information on the part of 

,those who made the complaints. 
771. Can you give n. few instances of it? There was one at a meeting at "\,Varatah, when I noticed a candidate 

for one of the seats in the House was before the meeting, and complaint was made to him that there was no 
provision for mining for tin under miners' rights on the Vi,_ est Coast, while as a matter of fact there is that provision, 

,and it has been availed of to very considerable extent. There was another at Beaconsfield, where, from a question 
asked another candidate, it was represented that miners were not allowed to cut wood on Crown Land under their. 
miners' rights for domestic purposes and mining, while the law allows them to do so. As to the other cases, I 
-cannot at present recall them. 

77'2. As regards the holders of miners' rights not being allowed to cut wood on C'rown Lands, are ,:ou aware 
whether any official, the Bailiff of Crown Lands, or somebody else, made a mistake in attempting to prohibit miners 
from exercising their rights in this respect? I think there was one case very lately. Someone was interfered with 
lately by mistake on the part of an official-yes, there was, at Lisle. The police constable there, who acts as bailiff, 
interfered improperly with a miner cutting wood, under the impression he was cutting illegally. As soon as it 
became known the matter was remedied._ 

773. As to miners' rights generaliy, are you aware of any complaints made by men employed on mines at 
Beaconsfield, Lefroy, and W aratah, as to being compelled to take out miners' rights ? Yes, they do-that is, the 

,-employees. , 

774. ·wm you inform the Committee whether you think it would be desirable to alter the regulation as to the 
issue of miners' rights, making them to date from the day of issue, irrespective of any particular time of the year
that is to say, not to be for 12 months from one fixed period of the year to another? I do not think any alteration 
is necessary. I think it is vary much to the interest of the miner that miners' rights should expire at one period
viz., at the end of the year. 

775. By JJfr. Conway.-Do you not see any unfairne~s in charging 5s. from the 1st January, and the same 
amount for the 1st December to the end of the year? The amount is so small that it does not seem worth while to 
divide it; but of conrse it might be done. 

776. Is it not the practice all over the colonies? In the other colonies the charge for miners' rights is not so low 
. as 5s. It is 10s. and '20s. 

777. Do you think the revenHe would be more if they were issued from the 1st of January and the 1st of July, 
at the full price in the former lmse, and at half price for the latter half of the year? It might be done, if it were 
considered worth while to didde such an amount. I have never- heard miners make a valid complaint as to the fact 
of paying 5s. for the smaller portion of the year. 

778. By tlte Minister of Lands.-N ot even for a few weeks? No. 
779. Have you heard any complaints as to the mode of pegging out sections under the Goldfields Act-as to the 

particular regulations relating to the ·west Coast, where miners have not kept to the cardinal_ points? No, I have 
not-none whatever. 

780. Have you had many complaints made to you as to delay in effecting surveys under the Goldfields or 
Mineral Lands Act'! Yes, vary great. 

781. To what cause do you attribute the delays that have occurred? To the system under which the mrveys 
are effected. 'l'hey are contract surveys, and, as a matter of course, unless the surveyors can get a certain amount 
of work to pay them to go in a certain neighbourhoood, they put off going there and do c-ther work more 
remunerative to them. 

782. ·what remedy do you suggest for that? I would rnggest the employment of one er two travelling 
surveyors paid for the purpose. "When the district com,·aet surveyor falls into arrear, the other officer ehould be 

•.available to effect the surveys. 

783. Have you had many complaints made to you as to the necessity imposed upon applicants for water-rights 
.to have their races surveyed :.iefore a grant can issue'/ No, no official complaints whatever. 

784. Are you aware that complaints have IJeen made by a portion of the mining community as to that matter'! 
I have seen reports of it iu t_he newspapers. 

785. You have never beeri asked to amend any reo-ulation under the existing sys!em ? No, never, nor do I 
,.think an alteration would be in any degree advisable. 

0 
. 

786. "\,Vhy not ? Inasmuch as these water-races are very valuable works as a rule, and the Crown gives a grant 
of them for 21 years, which is renewable at will. It is practically a right for ever, so long as the parties choose; 
and that kind of thing could r,ot be done without a definite survey and definite plans. There would be no security 
of tenure. No man would be satisfied with his tenure unless he had a proper survey. 

787. Have you, in order to meet the requirements of the mining community as for as possible, prepared for 
approyal cer~ai1:1 rcgulat~ons ? They vi:e~e i~ course of prel?ti:ration, and I had them fairly we_ll in hand, when notice 
was given of this Comnnttee; and, anticipatrng the probability of a large amount of work bemg thrown over, I held 
my hand. l had then been engaged upon the work for some time. 

788. Can )'.OU inform the Committee whether new regulations "'.ill be fram~d by y_ou_ for ~11 ~atters !>rought 
under your notice? They would have been finished before now had it not been for the sittmg of thB Committee. 

789. By the C!wirman.-Do you think, 0$ long as the dividend tax is levied upon mining companies, that upon 
the expiration of leases there should be an increase of rent charge'? It does not follow, as the law at present stands, 
that there would be an increase of rent; the rent may be the same. 

790. There is power to increase it to three times the amount? Yes, not greater than three times. I think the 
law can very safely be left as it. is. I imagine that the holders of the Bischoff and 'l'asmania would not object to pay 
three times their present rent. 
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··. 79J.· JJy· Mr .. Fen_ton.-Do you.think five miles-a proper ·distance between a prospecting claim and a former 
discovery 7 I think so;• for t)ie maxim:u!Il reward claim. 

792. Is it clear how that distance is to be measured? No, it is not clear, and I think it- ought to be. In any 
~.ew regulations I should propose that it should be made clear. · , 

APPENDIX A. 

Srn, . 
Lefroy, September 18, 1886. 

In answer to your letter of 10th instant, the Lefroy Vigilance Committee· have the honor of submitting the 
following suggestions for consideration by the Select Committee appointed to enquire into the working of our Mining 
Laws:-

(1.) That Miners' Rights should not be demanded from boys before they reach the age of 16 years. 
(2.) ·would suggest that Clause No. 37, with reference_ to drainage laws, be strictly enforced. 
(3.) That Miners' Rights should run 12 months from date of issue. 
(4.) Re C~u.se N,o. 94,1 when the Lessee can prove that the Claim is being worked with unremunerativc results, 

that upon proot of such work having been done not less than two men are employed on each ten-acre 
section, to comply with labour clause, until the Claim is proved payable. 

(5,). Until W!l liav.~ a Minister of Mines th!l Mining interest will not be properly represented in Parliament. 
(6). That there should be .a~-!)lective Mining Boarµ to act with the Minister of Mines, one man elected by each 

mining centre to form the Board. 
(7.) Fix tlie Viice of ¼-acre allotments on Gold Fields at £5. 
(8.) Owing to• the dissatisfaction that has often existed after the decision of the Commissioner, we would 

· recomm(ilnd that two assessors· be appointed by disputants to adjudicate in all mining disputes. 
Messrs. W. Stubbs, S. Richards, and T. L. Kitto are members of the Lefroy Vigilance Committee, and 

agree to the above suggestions. 
I am, &c. 

G. F. GRUBB, Hon. Secretar.11 Lifroy Vigilance Committee, 

APPENDIX B. 

HoN. GENTLEMEN. 
To Select Committee, House of Assembly. 

WE, the undersigned, respectfully forward for your consideration the following suggestions in r!lference to 
the Mining Laws and Regulations:-

lst, Dividend Tax-
That the Dividend Tax be abolished. 

2nd. Rent of Gold-mining Leases-
That ,the Rent of Gold-mining Leases be reduced f'rJm One pound (£1) per acre to Ten shillings per 

acre per annum. 
3rd. Miners' Rights- , 

That it shall not be compulsory for men employed in Gold-mining Districts to be holders of' Miners' 
Rights, but they may hold them for their own protection, and shall date I~ months from issue. 

4th. Gold-mining Leases- · 
T!J.at the labour clauses in Gold-mining leases shall be strictly enforced. 

5th. Second Brace-
That all mines worked by steam power shall have a second brace, so that in case of' overwinding the 

cage would be allowed to drop more than one foot from the poppet heads. 
6th. Mining Engine-drivers- · · 

That all mining Engine-drivers shall be required to pass an examination, and be holders of certificates of 
competence. · 

7th. Prospecting-
That the Government place the sum of Ten thousand Pounds (£10.,000) on the Estimates in each year 

for prospecting purposes. 
8th. ·Drainage of Mines-

That every company or perspn holding land for mining purposes, and being directly benefited by 
another company's pumping water to the surface, shall pay to the proprietors of the pumping plant 
the sum of Four pounds (£4) per month. 

9th. Mining Inspectors, &c.-
That the Colony of' Tasmania be divided into three Mining Districts. 
That for each district a Mining Inspector be elected for a term of ......... years. 
Qualification of' Voter-Miner's Right. 
That the three Inspectors constitute a Mining Board to recommend alterations in mining regulations to 

the Minister of' Mines ; also that they form a Board of Trust for all money voted by Parliament for 
prospecting purposes-this, we are:of opinion, would place them out of reach of the patronage of 
Members of Parliament and others. . 
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We think for a salary of £200 per annu:in the services of thoroughly practi(l{l.l aud intelligent miners 

could be secured. 
10. Mining Compal).y's Ac.t- . . . 

Tliat a clause be irise'rfod in'"' The :Mii:J.ing'Compariy's Act;" exempting from regisfra'.tion: airy association 
formed solely for the purpose of prospecting, so that sha·res may be legally fo'rfeitedith<fpresei'it System 
being considered a direct tax on and hurtful to mining. · 

.We are,:&c. 

.Be'aconefi,eld; Sqitembe'r 22, 1886. 

George Webb. 
p·,. c; Rasmussen;· 
Robert-Swamsto·n. 
John Daniel 
Samuel Wilson . 

APP.ENDIX ,c. 
lf I N I N G L A W S. 

J;.eslie. Jolly. 
William' farile'rto'ri. 
Tliorin\s G: Williamson. 
John G. Payne. 
Joseph B. Farghar, Hon. Sec. 

Alterations and Amendments ad~pted for recommendation;tb :the-Go1Jemiinenf.at a ·Public Meeting 
held at Waratah on 29th September, 1886. 

"THA.T the desirability be affirmed ot amending the Gold Fields Reguiatiori Act ani the various amei1tlii:i.g Acts, 
so as to consolidate into ohe Act. The language used to he in all cases clear and definite, without any ambiguities, 
arrd:it is desired· that-provision may be made therein fo:- dividing the Colony into Mining Districts; and that Mining 
Boards be established, to be elected by the holders of'·Miners' Rights; the duties of such Boards to be to collect 
information and frame Regulations suitable for their respective districts, and submit the same to the Government 
for approval." 

Prospector's Protection Orders (Section No. 123) to read, after the 4th line, "prospect for gold in alluvial 
deposit, but not to apply to shalww ground, or in veins, lead~rs, and reefs of quartz, as the case may be, for such 
period not exceeding six months as the Commissioner shall think fit, who also may grant a renewal at hfa discretion; 
and such Protection Order shall specify whether it applie~ to gold in alluvial deposit, oi: in quartz, or both. Such 
prospecting claims shall not be within one mile of one another. The Pro,pector shall report to tlte Commissi0ner 
any discovery of' a payable character made by him within 14 days of its discovery, and shall forthwith mark off 
the claim he is entitled to under the regulations, and failing so to report he shall be liable to forfeit all his right 
and interest in the claim ; any person proving such neglect, or the failure to properly prospect, to have priority <;>f 
right in pegging out. Any claim so granted under Protection Order shall be liable to forfeiture if not prospected 
in a bonilfide manner." LAfterations, &c. are in italics.] -

.Marking off Application (Section No. 81 ).-The marking off may be by erecting ( as stipulated in regulations) 
two pegs only to form a base line, north and south1 or east aJld west, in the centre rif and the length of the claim 
required; and that a notice (in form required) on one peg, which shall be his starting point, shall be sufficient; and, 
·provided the·notice shall have been upon durable material ( of which the applicant can give proof), the one posting 
of notice shall be sufficient. Also, that the time for lodging application be definitely stated not co exceed 14 days. 
And should the notice in the G=ette be necessary, it be sent by tlte Commi8sioner instead of the applicant. The 
area pegged shall be shifted up ( should the adjoining claim be in excess), if applied for as arfjoiuing, but if not so 
applied for shall be as pegged. And should less than the area applied for be pegged, the applicant shall not be 
entitled to any more ground, if'to the detriment of·anotltei· applicant. [These are general alterations, not at all 
following original wording. J 

H. W. FERD. KAYSER, Chairman of the JJieeting. 

APPENDIX D. 

Inspector of Mines Office, Launceston, l9tlt October, 1886. 
DEAR SrR, 

I WOULD respectfully draw attention to some mcdifications in our mining laws:-

lst. A law should be passed to record our export of gold, as is done in Queensland. 

2nd. Claims on lodes or reefs should cut one base line, 600 feet in width, and no side lines be allowed except 
in parallel lodes; the main lodes to !Je followed without hindrance as to depth, and no claim or lease should be 
more than 800 feet in length. 

3rd. On our deep leads-Back Creek, Lefroy, and Brothers' Home, the Ballarat frontage system, which allows 
miners to follow the gutters in all their sinuosities, thereoy attracting capital-had my proposals, made nearly three 
yPars ago, been adopted, those districts would now support hundreds of miners where there are not a dozen left 
fossicking. 

I have, &c. 
G. THUREAU, F.G.S. 

H. E. LETTE, Esq., M.H.A., Hol;art. 
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APPENDIX E. 

Additions to M,·. Tltornton Root's Evidence. 

. Question 403. In answer to that question, the District Surveyor ought to keep a plotted chart of surveys at his • 
office, also at the head office. 

Question 405. In answer, I mean that all lands applied for under lease should- be to the commissioner. or his • 
clerk in that particular district. That is why I g1we such an answer to question 406. 

Question 408. The local registrar in Victoria simply registers claims taken up under miners' rights, and issues .. 
the same, so that any one wishing for information simply requests permission to look at the register book, for which 
he pays one shilling. 

Question 418. In reference to this regulation I tl1ink the Victodan law is the best. If a company takes up a 
gold lease and erects machinery, &c., and that lease eventually becomes forfeited, the plant still remains the property 
of the owners, but they cannot claim compensation from either the Government or lessee who tn.kes up the ground, 
but can remove it or sell it to any one. 

I have referred to questions 408, 405, and 408, as they might appear to some contradictory ; of course, they 
allude to the Victorian regulations. · 

Where the words" prospecting area" occur, I mean areas of 50 n.cres held under 1irospccting orders, and 
"prospecting claim" means a double ordinary claim. 

I cannot see any other question to speak about, so remain, Sir, 
Yours respectfully, 

WILLIA~f THOMAS liiTRUTT, 
GO"H;;RNMENT PRINTER, TASMANU. 

THORNTON ROOT ... 


