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counsel the Government to withdraw the 
item. Although I have no sympathy with 
the personal phase this debate has assumed, 
I shall be prepared to resist to the utmost 
the taking of any division. I am quite 
willing to block any vote on the question. 
The issue has been so falsified that· we 
should be doing a positive wrong in re­
cording our votes on the question. I think 
I am taking the correct course, because I 
feel that hon. members cannot vote as 
they would vote without doing a wrong. 

Question resolved in the affirmative. 
House adjourned at 1·40 a.m. (Thursday). 

11egi~latibe <rroundl. 
Thttrsday, 3 Octobe?·, 1889. 

First Readings-R..'tilway Debt Reduction Bill. 

The PRESIDENT took the chair. 

FIRST READINGS. 
The following bills were presented by Sir 

Alfred Stephen, and read the first time :­
Legislative Council Quorum Bill. 
Lapsing of Bills by Prorogation Bill. 

RAI~WAY DEBT REDUCTION BILL. 
Resolved (motion by Mr. W. H. SUTTOR): 
That so much of the standing orders be su~­

pended as would preclude the passing of a bill 
"to provide for the payment from the consoli­
dated revenue fund of an annual sum in reduc­
tion of the public debt for railways, and to 
authorise the application thereof," through all 
its stages in one sitting of the Council. 

House adjourned at 4 p.m. 

11egi~latibe ~~~embl11. 

Thu?·sday, 3 October, 1889. 

Vacant Seat-Prorogation-Salaries of Civil Servants­
Liquor Tmffic-Pnrish Maps-Reserves in the Jm·erelJ 
District- Suspension of Standing Orders- Supply 
(Additional Estinmtes)-Arrest of Mr. Crick-Appro­
priation Bill-Release from Custody .of Mr. Crick. 

Mr. SPEAKER took the chair. 
rMr. Harold Stephen. 

VACANT SEAT. 
Mr. SPEAKER : I have to inform the 

House that I have received a letter from 
William Grahame, Esquire, resigning his 
seat for the electoral district of Newcastle. 

Resolved (on motion by Sir HENRY 
PARKES): 

That the seat of William Grahame, Esquire, a 
member for the electoral district of Newcastle, 
hath become, and is now vacant, by reason of 
the resignation thereof by the said William Gra· 
hame, Esquire. 

PROROGATION. 
Mr. CRICK : I would like to ask the 

head of the Government whether it is the 
intention of the Government to ·have the 
prorogation before Christmas, or whether, 
as is rumoured in town, they do not intend 
to prorogue at all this year 1 . 

Sir HENRY PARKES : The question 
is so unusual and so unwarranted that I 
must decline to reply to it. 

SALARIES OF CIVIL SERVANTS. 
Mr. FRANK FARNELL : I would 

like to ask the Colonial Secretary, without 
notice, whether provision could not be 
made for paying the civil servants their 
salaries, which are overdue 1 .A lot of in­
convenience is being experienced at the 
present time, owing to the civil servants 
not having received their salaries. In 
view of the fact that Parliament will pro­

. bably sit some time yet, could not the 
difficulty ·be got over by passing a biB 
through all its stages in one day 1 
· Sir HENRY PARKES : There is no 

difficulty which could not be got over in 
forty-eight hours in the regular constitu­
tional manner. 

LIQUOR TRAFFIC. 
Mr. HUTCHISON (Oanterbu?''!J) asked 

the CoLONIAL SECRETARY (without notice), 
-Is he prepared to say whether the Govern­
ment will introduce a· liquor traffic local 
veto bill~ 

Sir HENRY PARKES : I am not in 
.a position to give any answer to the hon. 
gentleman's question. 

PARISH MAPS. 
M:r. CRUICKSHANK asked the SEc­

RETARY FOR LANDS (without notice),-Will 
he, with a view to throwing open fresh 
land for settlement, .take immediate steps 
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to have all the parish maps closely charted 
up, so that those who desire to take up 
land may have the fullest information~ 

1\:Ir. BRUNKER: The maps are already 
charted in every district, and the fullest 
information is obtainable on application 
to the district surveyor, or the land office, 
in each district. 

RESERVES IN TH•E INVERELL 
DISTRICT. 

Mr. CRUICKSHANK: Some months 
ago I moved that there be laid on the 
table a return of all reserves on the re­
sumed areas in the Inverell district. I 
wish to ask the· Secretary for Lands when 
I may expect that return 1 

l\fr. BRUNKER: I will make inquiry, 
and ascertain the. cause of the delay. 

SUSPENSION OF STANDING ORDERS. 
l\ir. McMILLAN rose to move : 
That so much of the standing orders be sus­

pended as would preclude the passing of a bill; 
intituled "A Bill to provide for the payment 
from the Consolidated Revenue Fund of an annual 
sum in reduction of the Public Debt for Rail­
ways, and to authorise the application thereof," 
through all its stages in one day, and would also 
preclude the resolution of the Committee of .the 
Whole, whereon the bill is proposed tobefounded, 
baing received on the same day on which it is 
come to by the said Committee. 
He said: As hon. members probably heard 
when the 1·esolutions were called on to 
place the business of the House, I placed 
No. 2 of these motions to stand after the 
orders of the clay, so that I do not intend 
to bring on this matter in any tangible 
form until after the debate in Supply has 
been finished. I simply desire to be put 
in the position which I think the House 
will put me in by suspending tne standing 
orders. This would not be asked if it were 
not for the peculiar circumstances -- • 

1\ir. CRICK : I rise to order. There is 
already on the loan estimates a sum to 
cover this very amount. 

Mr. l\fcl\HLLAN : That shows the hon. 
membei· knows nothing about it. 

~fr. CRICK : I shall stand here till I 
have fuller information on the matter. On 
the loan estimates there is an item of a 
million for the reconstruction and im­
provement of rolling stock and permanent 
way,; and I Ray t.hat that is the same 
item that is now under discussion by the 
Colonial Treasurer. I ask your ruling 
whether that is in order 1 

l\fr. SPEAKER: There is nothing what: 
ever to prevent this House passing a re­
solution to rescind the standing orders, 
even though the item on the loan esti-. 
mates is identical with this item, of which, 
of course, I have no proof. 

lVIr. lVIcl\:IILLAN : I think hon. mem­
bers who are accustomed to financia.l de­
bates will clearly see that the time for 
debating any proposal of this kind is when 
we go into Committee on the bill. I now 
simply ask the House to suspend the 
standing orders so that this may be reached 
at the most convenient time compatible 
with the business of the House. 

l\fr. GARVAN: Before the hon. member 
sits down I wish to point out to him that 
he is asking the House to do something 
which may restrict debate at the proper 
time. This is a most extraordinary pro­
posal, and it is certainly a novelty in 
finance. It is a very dangerous thing for 
the House to suspend the standing orders 
upon a matter of dealing with large sums 
of money, and I think the hon. member 
should give 'Us sufficient information to 
warrant us in assenting to it. 

lVIr. l\fcMILL.AN : I do not think it 
would be judicious on my part to open up 
the debate now. The Government have 
a very difficult task to perform in bring­
ing the session to a close as soon as pos­
sible. It does not follow that if the 
standing orders were suspended there 
would be any rushing of this debate 
through the House ; it will have the full­
est consideration. It must go through 
the several stages. vV e must go into 
Commit'tee for the introduction of the bill; 
it must then be read a first time and a 
second time in the House, and we must 
then go into Committee again on it. 

Mr. GARVAN: Tell us something about 
it; we know nothing at all about it! 

lVIr. McMILLAN : I do not think that 
this is the right time to do it. I think I 
niust ask the House to allow the stand­
ing orders to be suspended. They have 
done it in another matter connected with 
finances at the end of the session; and I 
do not see why I should be called upon to 
explain the matter at the present time. It 
would only open up debate; because, if I 
ueclare the subject-matter of this bill, and 
any hon. member replies, then there is no 
reason why every member should not dis­
cuss the principles of the bill, and I think 
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it is entirely against constitutional usage 
to do so. If hon. members like to nega­
tive the resolution of course they can do 
so. 

Question proposed. 
Mr. GARVAN: I do not feel inclined 

to quarrel with the Government for the 
manner in which they see fit to conduct 
their business; but when the Colonial 
Treasurer asks us to suspend the forms of 
the House in order that he may suddenly 
introduce a novel pi·oposal in finance, and -
declines to gives any information to the 
House about it, he certainly presumes a 
great deal upon the pliancy of this House. 
Even were greater power vested in the 
ministers than the House is prepared to 
vest in any minister, he should certainly 
give at least an outline of what he in­
tended to accomplish. Instead of that, we 
are asked to suspend the standing orders 
-to do what~ I am under the impression 
that the bill does relate to the item on the 
loan estimates; and it certainly does seem 
to me to be a most outrageous proceeding 
that we should be asked to take this step, 
and no information vouchsafed to us on 
such an important subject. It has been 
deemed one of the essential privileges of 
the House that before any vote is assented 
to, the fullest information should be given. 
I do not know to what extent I am in order 
in discussing what I think this motion of 
the Colonial Treasurer probably relates to. 
The subject to my mind is the most im­
portant and extraordinary one connected 
with finance ever submitted to the Parlia­
ment of any Australian colony. If it 
bears upon the subject that I think it 
does bear on, it appears to me to be the 
most unwarrantable proposal I ever heard 
of. 

Mr. GARRETT: I submit that the hon. 
member is not in order ~n debating any 
other question than whether or nc.t it is 
expedient to deal with the business of tl~e 
House in this way. \Ve are asked to sus­
pend the standing orders to facilitate the 
passing of u certain bill ; we are not asked 
to discuss the bill. Supposing this motion 
is negatived, it would not in any way 
negative the principle of the bill, of which 
I know nothing. 

Mr. TooHEY: The hon. member is clearly 
in order. \V e are asked to suspend the 
standing orders for the purpose of debat­

. ing something. Unless it can be shown 
[ llfr. McMillan. 

that that something is a reasonable thing, 
for which we should suspend the standing 
orders, the ~>tanding orders should not be 
suspended. The hon. member is showing 
that the standing orders should not be 
suspended for the reason that the prin­
ciples presumably to be embodied in the 
bill are not good principles. 

Mr. GARY AN: On the point of order, I 
hardly think it would be possible to rule 
me out of order. I am only referring to 
what I presume, from the terrns of the 
resolution submitted to us, is the nature 
of the bill the Colonial Treasurer intends 
to submit to us. I say it was the duty of 
the Colonial Treasurer to state as clearly 
as possible the provisions of the bill. In 
the absence of his doing his duty, I am 
endeavouring to do mine by stating what 
I suppose he intends to introduce in this 
bill. I claim that I have the fullest 
liberty of debate. 

Mr. SPEAKER : I think the hon. member 
is quite in order. The suspension of the 
standing orders is really an important 
matter, and should be so dealt with. The 
resolution before the House might have 
the effect of limiting the discussion on the 
bill, and I think the hon. member is en­
titled to quite as much latitude as he has 
already taken. 

Mr. GARY AN: Any question in con­
nection with the railway debt of the coun­
try, which is virtually the national debt, 
certainly claims the most attentive consider­
ation of every member of this House. It 
has been generaily asserted that we have 
no Jiational debt whatever-that whn.t.1wer 
there is of national debt is represented by 
that valuable asset, the railways. Now, I 
think that when the Colonial Treasurer 
asked us for the first time to deal with this 
,;matter, he ought to have stated as fully 
as possible the state of our public finances 
with regard to this railway debt. I find, 
on referring to the return issued from the 
office of the Government Statist, on the 
20th of August of this year, that the 
debt of the colony at the end of last year 
was £44,100,000. Since that time there 
has been an additional loan of £3,500,000, 
and taking the c1eficit on the consolidated 
revenue at the amount the hon. the Colonial 
Treasurer acknowledges, £2,600,000, the 
amount of the national indebtedness at 
the present moment is £50,200,000. As 
against that we ha\'e a great as~et which 
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the government of England bas not-the 
railways. Now, \Ve ha,·e been under the 
imprPssion that every shilling of . our 
national debt was represented hy that 
valuable asset, our railways ; so that in 
the light in which the national debt •was 
viewed in England, we really had no 
national debt at all. This is one of the 
delusions which people often labour under, 
and it will be my task this evening, before 
we assent to this proposal, to show that 
it is a delusion which it is dangerous any 
longer to live under. On turning to 
another portion of this document, I find 
that the capital expended on Go,•ernrnent 
railways in New South Wales up to 31st 
December, 1888, was £26,630,000. There 
is a difficulty in dealing with these figures, 
because they do not correspond when they 
are quoted in different parts of the return 
<tpparently under the same heading. How­
ever, it will be near enough for the argu­
ment which I intend to advance. Now, 
it would be most unwise and unbusiness­
like to Yalue the railways at this amount. 
Portions of this asset do not remain at its 
original value to-day. The iron rails origin­
ally laid down cost as much as from £13 
to £15, £16, and even, I believe, £18 a 
ton, and tlutt amount remains on the 
books, notwithstanding that infinitflly bet­
ter rails can now be placed here at £6 a 
ton. If the railways had been dealt with 
in a business-like way, a large proportion 
of the capital would hrwe been written off 
for depreciation from time to time. Now, 
according to this document, there were at 
that time 55 miles under construction. I 
will credit the railways with £10,000 for 
each mile of that, making it £550,000. I 
will also- give credit for the full amount 
expended on telegraphs, which, according 
to this official document, is £704,000, 
making altogether £27,884,000. Then in 
view of the fact that, though notwith­
standing the depreciation in the value of 
the rails, not one shilling has been written 
off, I . propose to strike off from the total 
10 per cent., which is dealing with the 
railways most generously. That reduces 
the asset by £2,788,000, leaving a total--
. 1\ir. GARRETT : That is right. Depre­
ciate the property of the country ! 

Mr. GARV AN: I must protest against 
these insolent interruptions. I intend to 
perform a task which I conceive to be as 
high a duty as ever devolved on any mern-

ber of the House. I intend to deal with 
it in a business-like manner, and I under­
htke to put I.Jt-fore the House a phase of 
the fin<tncial position of New South '\Vales 
which was never considered before. Mak­
ing the deduction of 10 per cent. off this 
asset, it leaves still .£25,096,000. In addi­
tion to that, there are water and sewerage 
works, wllich are not included in the assets 
of some of the other great countries of the 
world. Fol' instance, watet· and sewerage 
works would not be the work of the Go­
vernment in England. At the time I 
refer to, the expenditure on the water and 
sewerage works had been £3,839,000, and 
I propose to give credit fol' that without 
any deduction whatever. That gives a 
total asset of £28,935,000. The total debt 
is £50,200,000, so that there is a balance of 
the public debt amounting to £21,265,000 
not represented by the railways. 

Mr. GARRETT: I rise to order. It is 
only the railway debt that is affected by 
the resolution or the proposed bill; but 
the bon. member is going into water-works, 
sewerage, telegraphs, and the whole public 
property of the country, and the question 
how the whole public debt has been 
created. Under your ruling, he ito~ entitled 
to speak on the merits of the proposed 
bill ; but I submit that he is not entitled 
to discuss the whole financial position of 
the country. 

Mr. SPEAKER : The bill shadowed forth 
by the resolution affects the public debt of 
the country. It is "A Bill to provide for 
thepaymentfrom the Consolidated Revenue 
Fund of an annual sum in reduction of the 
Public Debt for Railways, and to authorise 
the application thereof." I understood 
the hon. member to be showing how much 
·of the public debt is represented by the 
railways as an asset. I think the hon. 
member, when he was interrupted, was 
only referring to the other debt of the 
colony, for the purpose of deduct.ing what 
is represented by other assets, so as clearly 
to make out what is the actual debt of 
the country with reference to railways. 
The hon. member is not out of order. 

1\ir. GARV AN: I was showing what 
the public debt of the colony is, and I was 
endeavouring to give credit for the great 
national asset-the railways-to the full 
extent. Unquestionably there are other 
assets ; but only such as every other nation 
in the world possesses. I am dealing now 
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with assets such as· Great Britain.does not 
possess. I find there remains £21,265,000 
not represented by the railways or other 
reproductive assets. It has been frequently 
our boast that we have no national debt 
in the sense that England has. Now, even 
after allowing for the fullest reasonable 
valuation of this great national work-the 
railways-I will show how dangerous it is 
to place additional powers in the hands of 
the Colonial Treasurer to increase the in­
debtedness of the colony. 

Mr. GARRETT: But this bill is to pay it 
off! 

Mr. GARY AN: The bill is not before 
us yet. 

Mr. GARRE'rT: ·what is the hon. mem­
ber arguing, then ~ 

Il1:r. GARY AN : Some hon. members 
would like to close the mouth of any one 
who does not entertain precisely similar 
views to themselves. I am dealing with 
this matter as the result of considerable 
investigation, and I am dealing with it in 
a manner which I am sure will be interest­
ing, even outside the walls of this Cham­
ber. I have given credit for the full value 
of these reproductive works: railways; 
sewerage, water-works, and telegraphs; 
and after allowing for that, there remains 
an indebtedness of £21,265,000. That 
sum makes a greater burthen per head of 
population in New South Wales than the 
great nationd debt of England makes per 
head of population there. In England at 
the present time the national debt is 
£705,000,000, and it has been reduced to 
that sum from £802,000,000 in 1866. As 
the population of England, Ireland, and 
Scotland is a little in excess of 38,000,000, 
or about thirty-six times the population 
of New South Wales, to make a· proper' 
comparison we must multiply our debt by 
the ratio that the population of Great 
Britain bears to the population of New 
South Wales. That would make our debt, 
after giving credit for railways and all 
reproductive works, equivalent to an Eng­
lish national debt of £765,540,000 ; that 
is, upwards of £65,000,000 more than the 
present national debt of Great Britain. But 
that does not fully represent the compara­
tive burthen of indebtedness. The interest 
on their debt is 2! per cent., and in a few 
years' time, by the operation of law, it will 
be 2! per cent. Our charge averages 4 
per cent., so that the national debt of 

[Mr. Garvan. 

England, in order to be on the same foot­
ing as that of New South W aleR, would 
have to be £1,113,000,000. In other 
words, the burden per head of population 
in New South "\Vales is 57 per cent. greater 
than the burden per head of population in 
Great Britain, and this is after giving 
credit for every valuable asset that we 
can fairly lay claim to outside of, and dis­
tinct from, the assets existing in England. 
Now, this is a matter deserving of the 
very best attention of Parliament, before 
it proposes to vest any powers of dealing 
with the public debt of the colony in the 
hands of any ministry. I would like to 
make a further comparison-a comparison 
with a neighbouring colony on exactly the 
same basis. In Victoria they have assets 
almost similar to our own. I shall quote 
from the official documents, not of that 
colony, but of own colony. The national 
debt of Victoria stood on the 31st Decem­
ber last, at £34,627,000, and at that time, 
according to the last financial statement 
there was a surplus of consolidated revenue 
of £1,607,000. In any fair statement of 
the indebtedness of that colony the sur­
plus of consolidated revenue must be de­
ducted from the permanent debt. That 
leaves the permanent debt of that colony 
at £33,020,000. I shall take from this 
official document the assets of Victoria, 
and deal with them in exactly the same 
way as I have dealt with our own assets. 
The railways of Victoria stood at that 
date at £27,268,000; but there was under 
construction there a much larger extent of 
railway-682 miles, of which, before the 
close of the year, 173 miles were com­
pleted. ·while I allowed £10,000 per 
mile for the whole of our own lines under 
construction, I only propose to allow 
£5,000 per mile in the case of the Vic­
torian railways. This will increase the 
railway asset of Victoria to £30,678,000. 
I propose to deduct from that the same 
sum in depreciation-10 per cent.-thus 
reducing that asset to £27,611,000. At 
the same time, the assets in Victoria, 
under the heads of water and sewerage 
works, according to the same official docu. 
ment, stood at £5,345,000. The tele­
graph accounts are not kept in the· same 
manner as ours ; but comparing it with 
ours, and taking into consideration the 
number of stations, and the business done, 
I. estimate that while our asset is worth 
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£704,000, theirs is worth only £520,000. 
This makes a total asset-a good, tan­
gible reproductive asset, .in Victoria, of 
£33,476,000; while the actual debt of 
Victoria stands at only £33,020,000. 
That is to say, while New South Wales, 
with a similar population now to Victoria, 
has, on the basis of these calculations, a 
deficiency of over £21,000,000, Victoria, 
on the same basis, has actually no defi­
ciency at all. This does not complete the 
case. This does not show the extrava­
gance and the recklessness that has charac­
terised the government of New South 
Wales for many years. While the con­
duct of the government up to the present 
time in New South vVales has landed us 
in a deficiency, after allowing for all these 

·assets of over £21,000,000, we have sold 
upwards of 19,000,000 more acres of land 
in New South vVales than they have sold 
in Victoria. 

Mr. GARRETT: And have 120,000,000 
more left ! · 

Mr. GARY AN: Now, there may be 
some difficulty in estimating the amount 
received into the Treasury for these 
19,000,000 acres. If I were to take as a 
basis this official document laid on the 
table I would have to estimate the value 
at about 30s. an acre. I purpose for my 
calculation to take it at only 15s. an acre. 
That would make £14,317,000-money 
expended in addition to the deficiency of 
£21,265,000. That is to say, during the 
course of our government, "·ith only a 
similar population to Victoria, and after 
allowing credit for the same assets in both 
colonies on the same basis, we stand with 
an absolute deficiency of £35,582,000 
worse than Victoria. Now, in view of 
those figures, I claim that any matter 
dealing with our finances demands the 
most serious attention of every member of 
this House. I might have simplified the 
comparison between the assets of Victoria 
and New South Wales by not making 
any allowances for miles of railway under 
construction or depreciation. I have 
made the calculation in that way, and I 
shall put it before the House : The Vic­
torian railways stand at· £27,268,000; 
water and sewerage works, £5,345,000; 
telegraphs, £520,000; in all, £ilil,133,000. 
Then I take the public debt, £34,627,000, 
less the surplus of £1,607,000, leaving 
the debt in. Victoria at. £33,020,000, 

against which there is a valuable asset o£ 
£33,133,000. It may be asked why 
credit should be 9-llowed to Victoria for 
the full cost of the railways in the second 
calculation. My reason is based on en­
tirely business considerations. The rail• 
ways in Victoria pay the full rate of in. 
terest on borrowed capital, that is, 4 per 
cent., and therefore they represent an as. 
set certainly· more valuable than a pro­
perty costing a similar amount that pays 
only 3 per cent. Our railways for many 
years past have paid under 3 per cent., 
and any one estimating the comparative 
value of the two assets, must put that of 
New South Wales lower than that of Vic­
toria. Comparing the two colonies in this 
way, we find that there has been some 
recklessness, or extravagance, or incapacity 
in connection with the government of 
New South Wales that has not been mani­
fested in the sister colony. We have been 
landed with a deficiency over and above 
our assets of £21,000,000, and we have 
received for lands sold in excess of Vic­
toria upwards of £14,000,000. That puts 
us in a worse position than Victoria by 
£35,000,000. Victoria, viewed in exactly 
the same light, stands without one shilling 
of indebtedness.· I invite the earnest con­
sideration of Parliament to any proposal 
for dealing with a large indebtedness of 
this kind. Before we are expected to shut 
our eyes and open our mouths, we should 
have the fullest information from t.he' 
Minister upon any proposal to deal with 
these very important matters. I fully 
sympathise with the Government in the 
difficulties attending the close of the ses­
sion, and I am inclined to offer them as 
little opposition as possible in bringing the 
session to a close. But when they propose 
to deal with a matter like this on the very 
last day of the session, I say that their 
unbusiness-like and improper conduct is 
no warrant to me to act in a . similar 
manner. This l!Ubject. should have come 
before Parliament when it was full of 
vitality. It opens up for consideration the· 
widest subject connected with the govern­
ment of the country. The public debt of 
England is a grievous burden on each 
individual of the population; but I have. 
endeavoured to show tbal- Lhe public debt 
of New South Wales, viewed in exactly 
the same light, is a still more grievous· 
burden \lpOn each individual head of th; 
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population. When these facts come out 
for the first time in debate in this Cham­
ber, it behoves hon. members to view the 
subject, if not with alarm, at any rate with 
the most careful consideration. I regret 
exceedingly that the Minister has not dis­
closed his policy to the fullest extent. He 
has asked this House to suspend those 
forms that prudence, and the experience of 
years and the best wisdom of those who 
have built up these free institutions have 
discovered to be necessary for the conduct 
of business. He certainly should not have 
insulted Parliament by declining to ex­
plain by a single word the purpose he in­
tends to accomplish by this course. Par­
liament is untrue to itself if it suspends 
its standing orders except on the clearest 
grounds of expediency. No greater out­
rage could be offered to Parliament than 
to ask it to shut its eyes in this matter, 
and hand over to the Government such 
powers as no parliament would be war­
ranted in giving to any minister. I regret 
that a minister who in many ways is a 
credit to the country, who in many ways 
has displayed an ability that entitles him 
to consideration, should in a matter of so 
much importance as· this outrage the very 
best principles of Parliament and set an 
example that should only be set by ty­
rants. No one, unless armed with tyran­
nical power, should dare to take up the 
position that the Colonial Treasurer has 
'taken up to-night. I have offered the 
result of a very careful'consideration of our 
finances as some reason for entering my 
protest against the extraordinary course 
proposed by the Colonial Treasurer. 

Mr. GARRETT: The hon. member 
has concluded his speech with a protest. 
I begin mine with one. I protest against 
the whole course and policy of the party 
to which the hon. member belong~ in re­
gard to the conduct of the affairs of this 
country. He has talked of the assets that 
we have to set off against qur public debt; 
but he has left out the greatest one of all 
-one that would pay our public debt if 
it were ten times the amount-the public 
lands of the country. 

Mr. GARVAN: Did the statesmen make 
that~ 

l\ir. GARRETT : I know that if I bor­
rowed £1,000 to build a house I would 
value the land upon which the house was 
built, and so would the mortgagee; and for 

[ l.fr. Garvan. 

the same reason this great asset which is 
possessed by no other country in the world 
except the United States, ought to be 
taken into account when estimating what 
:we have to set off against the public debt. 
I say it is unbecoming for any party in 
the country to go on continuously depre­
ciating the credit of the country, and the 
character of its public men. It is part 
of the policy of the party to which the 
hon. member belongs, to undermine the 
character of every man opposed to them 
who has not ratted as they have done 
themselves. This is becoming notorious, 
but it will recoil on themselves. The 
country is too great to be stung to death 
by such a pack of mosquitoes as that. 

Mr. CRICK : You are a bug, if we are 
mosquitoes ! 

Mr. ScHEY : I take your ruling, Mr. 
Speaker, if the hon. member is in order 
in applying such a term to members of 
this House 1 

Mr. SPEAKER : I must say that the 
word " mosquito " is an unbecoming ex­
pression to apply to any hon. member. 

Mr. GARRETT: It was merely a form 
of metaphor, and I think bon. members 
ought to be allowed to use metaphors that 
are not individually insulting, or else all 
the adornment of our oratory would be 
lost. I say that thf1 conduct of that 
party has been to depreciate the credit 
and character of the country as repre­
sented by it~:; vublic men, and in many 
other respects to put us in a bad position 
in comparison with another colony. Their 
policy is plain. They want to say : " If 
you had the fiscal policy that we advo­
cate, your assets would be worth three 
times as much." It is like the course pur­
sued by lawyers, who keep back the bad 
points of their own case, and endeavour 
to bring out the bad points of their op­
ponent's case. If there. are no bad points 
to bring out, they attack the character of 
a party on the other side. What I rose 
particularly to point out was that the 
hon. member in making his statement of 
the financial position of this country, left 
out altogether the immense asset of the 
public lands. -I have never heard them 
put down by the most depreciatory esti­
mate at less than 7s. 6d. an acre all 
round, and t-hey would be sufficient 

· security for the debt, independent of all 
reproductive public works. Our lands 
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are as productive as any of our public 
works, and they will ·become more pro­
ductive every year. It cannot be ex­
pected that our public debt will go on 
increasing every year. Another protest I 
have to make is against the entire inap­
propriateness of the hon. member's pro­
cedure. In my opinion, although I bow 
with-deference to your ruling, it is a most 
improper occasion to be debating this 
question. We carne here with any know­
ledge that this subject was going to be 
introduced at all1 It is the basis of 
parliamentary practice that notice should 
be given of anything that is going to be 
debated. The House has been taken by 
surprise by a most elaborate and intricate 
statement, and a false one. I do not at­
tribute personal faJsehood to the hon. 
member; but the view he takes is a false 
one. The matter has been introduced, 
too, in a form in w bich I defy any one ·to 
say he ever heard it put before. Even 
supposing the course adopted by the hon. 
member were technically correct, I think 
hon. members will agree with me that the 
debate is entirely inappropriate to this 
resolution. More than this, what has the 
hon. member to gain by his action 1 If 
he is the patriot be professes to be, can he 
gain anything as a native of the colony, as 
a man having property in tlw colony, by 
running down the credit of the colony by 
statements which are absolutelv incorrect1 
They may be correct from his point of 
view; but his point of view is a false one. 
I know that a speech such as this upon a 
motion such as this is entirely out of keep­
ing; but I have been dragged into debating 
it by the liberty allowed under your ruling 
to the hon. member. I have no intention 
whatever of reflecting on your ruling ; but 
no hon. member now, if he thinks proper, 
can be debarred from going into the whole 
questionas fully as the hon. member, and 
the consequence would be a debate which 
would last a fortnight. I admit that the 
subject is one of the most important that 

~·has ever been brought before the House, 
and the very importance of it ought to 
have prevented the hon. member from 
taking this unusual and highly improper 
course of introducing it to the notice of 
the Hom;e. 

Mr. CRICK : ----
:Nir. GARRETT: I object to insulting 

remarks of that sort. 

·Mr. SPEAKER: If the hon. member will 
repeat the remark, and it is insulting, I 
shall insist on its being withdraw. I can 
only say that no improper expression 
reached my ear. 

Mr. GARRETT : The untruthfulness of 
the remark, and the impudent manner of 
it, coming from that quarter, is most irri­
tating to me. 

Mr. SPEAKER: Will the hon. member 
repeat the remark 1 

Mr. GARRETT: It was a most offensive 
remark. 

Mr. CRICK: I said the hori. member 
was wound up for the last month, and had 
to say something after being wound up so 
long. ·what is offensive in that 1 

Mr. GARRETT: It is offensive; it is 
irregular. 

Mr. SPEAI>ER : All interjections are, of 
course, irregular; and a great many I am 
sorry to say are offensive. I must say that 
this particular remark is not so offensive 
as remarks I have frequently heard. I do 
not say that the hon. member is justified 
in making an interjection when another 
hon. member is addressing the Chair. 

Mr. SCHEY: The hon. member for 
Camden complains that the information 
given by the hon. member for Eden was 
totally unexpected by the House. I think 
the complaint about things being unex­
pected has a right to come from this side 
and not from that. It is true that the 
Colonial Treasurer gave notice of this 
motion last night ; but it was done in such 
a manner as practically to take the House 
by surprise. Every arrangement was 
made for the prorogation on Friday last, 
and then we had no thought whatever 
about such a motion as this coming for­
ward. Prorogations have been twic!J 
solemnly arranged for, and what is the 
reason for this sudden change of front, 
which compels the Government to inter­
pose an entirely unprecedented motion in 
the middle of a l1ighly important debate~ 
Now the murder is out about the motion 
moved last night by the hon. member for 
Balmain, Mr. Frank . Smith. The bon. 
member at the head of the Government 
disclaimed all connecti01:1 with the motion. 
and of course we cuunot prove any officiai 
connection· with the motion ; but I ask 
every member of the House whether, in 
face of what bas occurred, it is not abund-

• 
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antly plain that the motion was introduced 
for the specific purpose of the business be­
fore us now? 

Mr. McMILLAN : I give that an abso­
lute denial ! 

Mr. SCHEY : Of course we are com­
pelled by the rules of parliamentary pro­
cedure to accept the hon. member's denial. 

Mr. McMILLAN: I think my word would 
be taken as soon as the hon. member's ! 

J!ON. ~fEMBERS:-------
JYir. A. ALLEN : I ask if it is in order 

when an hon. member expresses approval, 
for another bon. member to cry "Shut 
up" 1 We hear this now every evening. 

Mr. ToonEY : I may mention that we 
have a precedent for it. An bon. member 
on the other side once told us to " shut 
up," and no notice was taken of it. 

1\Ir. SPEAKER : If exception had been 
taken, the words would assuredly have 
been ruled out of order. All interjections 
are disorderly, and I hope hon. members 
will refrain from them. 

Mr. SCHEY : The hon. the Colonial 
Treasurer has tried to make a point about 
his word being taken by other people. I 
may also say that amongst those who 
know me my word will be taken quite as 
readily as that of the Colonial Treasurer, 
or any other member on the Ministerial 
benches. We must remember that when 
an amendment was moved last night on 
the motion of the bon. member for Bal­
main, which would have had the effect of 
doing all that he ostensibly desired to do, 
he declined to accept it. Although the 
Government denied that they had any 
connection with that motion --

Mr. CARRUTHERS : I ask your ruling 
whether what took place on a motion with 
regard to the rescission of a sessional order 
has any relevancy to the. motion before the 
House1 

Mr. SPEAKER: I can see no relevancy. 
The question now is whether the standing 
orders should be suspended for a particu­
lar purpose, and there can be no relevan_cy 
in what occurred last night on the motion 
the bon. member has referred Lo. 

Mr. SCJIEY: ·Ron. members on the 
Ministerial side find the truth so· exceed­
ingly disagreeable that they have to 
shelter themselves behind the forms of the 
l!onse. There is no necessity for suspend-

[ Mr. Schey. 

ing the standing orders on this occasion. 
What has caused the Government to 
make such a sudden right-about face, 
after solemnly resolving to prorogue the 
l!ouse on Friday last, and again on the 
following Monday 1 There was no intima­
tion that business of this character was to 
be brought forward ; in fact, we had the 
most solemn assurance of the Ministry 
that they had no desire except to bring 
the session to a close, and they heaped 
abuse on hon. members on the Opposition 
benches, who, they said, would not allow 
them to close the session. We know that 
it was not true; we know that the only 
.way that it was possible to close the ses­
sion was to allow the GoYernment to ram 
business down our throats, and extract 
millions of money from the public treasury 
without any sort of criticism. It is 
the Government themselves who are now 
blocking the business of the House, and 
we can only suppose that it is for some 
purpose of their own. We know that a 
motion was passed last night which had 
the effect of enabling the Government to 
introduce new business after 10 o'clock at 
night, and when we come here to-day we 
find first of all on the paper " Mr. Millan 
to move that the standing orders be sus­
pended." Now, when the sitting closed 
last night we were in the middle of a very 
important and a very acrimonious debate, 
and one in which the Ministry certainly 
did not shine. Instead of going on with 
that debate, we find to-day what the Oppo­
sition foresaw, that an endeavour was to 
be made to take advantage of the rescis­
sion of the sessional orders.. It is the evi .. 
dent intention of the Government to bring 
this bill forward so as to throw this most 
important debate· into the small hours of 
the morning, so that the debate shall not 
be reported, so that hon. members should 
be fatigued, and so that they might force 
their objectionable measures on the House 
without due criticism. 

~fr. McMILLAN : Will the hon. member 
allow me to say a word in explanation 1 
I said at the beginning of my speech that 
I had postponed the real substantive 
motion connected with this, so that the 
important debate might not be interfered 
with ; and now it is fair for me to. say 
that either the hon. membe1·'s memory is 
at fault, or he is trying to misrepresent me 
in this matter. · 
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1\'Ir. SCHEY : I think I shall prove to 
the Colonial Treasurer before the close of 
this debate that my memory is an exceed­
ingly good one. As to misrepresenting 
him, it is the last thing I would desire to 
do of any one, especially so respectable and 
exalted a personage as the Colonial Trea­
surer. I do not remember that the Col­
onial Treasurer made this declaration, but 
it was only after the Opposition had ob­
jected to his sneaking through the motions 
as formal motions. Now, time after time 
we have been accused of blocking the busi­
ness of this House, and been told that it 
was absolutely necessary in the interests 
of the country that the session should 
close at the earliest possible moment; 
yet when we come here to-night we find 
on the business-paper some of the most 
important questions that could possibly 
engage the attention of Parliament""-ques­
tions which could only be properly debated 
in a week of sittings of this House. One 
or other of the declarations of the Go.vern­
ment is absolute bunkum and humbug. 
Either they do not want to close the ses" 
sion for some purpose of their own, or they 
have introduced this proposal for· some 
special party purpose which is not appar­
ent at the present time. We have a right 
to complain. The Government has always 
some trick up its sleeve. The suspension 
of the standing orders is a most serious 
matter, and ought not to be resorted to 
without the most serious deliberation and 
the gravest urgency. There is nothing 
whatever specially urgent about this . 
IJ;latter, unless the urgency has been ere" 
ated by the Government. Time after time 
the Colonial Treasurer has come down to 
the House and asked the House to sus­
pend the standing orders, first for one 
piece of business and then for another. 
It seems to be the desire of the Govern­
ment to remove all the public business 
from the safeguards which those who have 
gone before us have built up. The Go. 
vernment are using every means in their 
power to debauch and demoralise the Par­
liament of the country. Some weeks ago, 
with all clue solemnity we had a set of 
loan estimates laid before the House.. The 
Government seemed at first to think that. 
they could ram them down our throats. by 
brute force, and extract seven millions or 
money from the public Treasury without 
any criticism. They seem now to have: 

woke up to the fact that theil' proposals 
are going to arouse severe criticism and 
perhaps long and protracted debate ; and 
now they are looking round to see if they 
cannot find something to discount som_e of 
the criticism. They obtained a clue from 
a previous debate, and from what ap­
peared in the Australian Sta1·, that their 
railway proposals would be debated, and 
knowing that the Government would get 
the worst of tlle argument, they have in­
troduced this motion to suspend the stand­
ing orders in order to introduce a bill for 
the purpose of discounting the opposition 
they know they are going to get upon a 
certain proposal. We cannot but see, 
under all the circumstances, that the sus­
pension of the standing orders is wholly 
unj usti:fiable, and ought not to be agreed 
to by the House. As a matt.er of fact, the 
Colonial Treasurer knows that the un­
soundness of his proposals will be exploded 
when they come on. for debate, and ·he is 
endeavouring to do one last job before the 
session closes, in the hope that he will 
escape some of the criticism which his 
crude and imperfect measures merit. The 
hon. member for Camden bad something 
to say as to the land for the railways not 
being included in the comparison made by 
the hon. member for Eden. As a matter 
of fact, in the statement of the capital 
value of the railways, the value of the 
land taken for them has been included in 
full. Then, we have had the unmitigated 
bosh so often uttered by the free-traders 
on the other side, that we are trying to 
discount the credit of the country. '\V e 
are trying to do nothing of the kind ; we 
are trying to unmask humbug, to unmask 
the unnecessary .proposals made by the 
Government to cover their own incompe­
tency and stupidity. There is no govern_- · 
ment that has more. depreciated the credit 
of the country in the eyes of the world than 
the present Government. We have been 
more depreciated by the floating of that 
£3,500,000 loan than by anything else that 
has ever happened to the country. Talk 
about the value of our lands ! How can 
we value our lands as an asset when the 
Gov.ernment is. dragging a million a year 
out of them and spending it as revenue1 Is 
it not a fad that for over twenty-seven 
years past we have been spending over a 
million of money recei vecl.from the sale of 
puolic lands. an~ calling it revenue~ 
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Mr. McMILLAN : Perhaps I might be 
allowed to say, sir--

Mr. CRICK : I object ! 
Mr. SPEAKER : If the hon. gentleman, 

who is in possession of the Chair, is will­
ing to give w~y, the bon. member can 
make a statement. 

Mr. McMILLAN : From something that 
has passed between my hon. friend and 
myself--

Mr. CmcK : I will take your ruling, Mr. 
Speaker. 

Mr. SPEAKER : I have already gh·en my 
ruling. 

Mr. CRICK : Is your ruling this :·That 
when a member is speaking on a resolution 
any other hon. member who has already 
spoken on the matter, and to the main 
question, may get up and make remarks 
by way of explanation or otherwise~ 

Mr. SPEAKER : That is the course that 
has been adopted in this House, and that 
is the ruling I have given, provided that 
the hon. member in possession of the Chair 
is willing to ~ive way. 

Mr. McMILLAN : From the few words 
that passed between myself and the hon. 
member for Redfern, Mr. Schey, I think 
there must be a misunderstanding with re­
gard to this matter. I again say that the 
Government are anxious to get on with the 
debate, and there will be the fullest op­
portunity given for discussion with regard 
to this bill. and no attempt to rush it in 
any way whatever, and I would appeal to 
hon. mem hers to allow this motion to go, 
so that we may get on with the debate 
which is really the debate of the evening, 
and which the Government are very 
anxious should not be intercepted in any 
way. I pledge myself, as Colonial Trea­
surer, that the Government will be only 
too. glad to grant to hon. gentlemen any 
fair and legitimate latitude in the discus­
sion of this question. We do not want to 
rush it through in any way, as bon: mem­
bers appear to believe, through the stand­
ing orders being suspended. 

Mr. SCHEY : I object to the motion for 
suspending the standing orders, for one of 
the strongest reasons-that I do not recog­
nise the necessity for the motion that is 
to cover the bill which is sought to be 
brought in, or the principle which is 
sought to be introduced. I object to the 
whole thing in toto, and, therefore, I take 
the preliminary objection to the standing 

[Mr. Schey. 

-

orders being suspended to allow of the 
introduction of such a bill. \~hen I point 
out that I do not see the necessity for the 
bill the hon. gentleman intends to intro­
duce, when I point out that I do not think 
there is any necessity to make the repay­
ment on account of railway expenditure 
which is proposed by the bill, when I point 
out that I do not think the loan ought to 
be made for the repayment of which this 
bill seeks to provide, it will then be seen 
that the proper time to object is now. I 
do not recognise that, even if the matter 
were one with which I could agree, there 
would be any necessity for suspending the 
standing orders, for I cannot conceive that 
this is a matter of any urgency. I cannot 
conceive that there is any possible urgency 
in this business, provided the business is 
legitimate; and it is on that point that I 
intend to dispute with the Colonial Trea­
surer later on. This bill seeks to make 
provision for the repayment of money 
which is not yet granted. 'N e are asked 
to make provision for a loan which the 
Colonial Treasurer is anticipating - to 
make provision for the repayment of a 
loan which this House has no guarantee 
will ever be made. As a matter of fact, 
we know that on the loan estimates there 
is an item of £2,018,000 for railway ex­
penditure. 

Mr. McMILLAN : A bill will not be in­
troduced till the estimates are passed ! 

Mr. SCHEY : That is just the point 
where I am mystified. There is no prob­
ability of the loan estimates being passed 
to-night. 

Mr. McMILLAN : We do not know that ! 
Mr. SCHEY : I think we do know that . 

One of the very things we are complaining 
of is that the Government is attempting 
to rush these loan estimates through the 
House. Now, the hon. gentleman is dis­
claiming any intention to rush this bill 
through the House, if we will let him 
introduce it, but will he with equal can­
dour disclaim any intention of rushing the 
loan estimates through ~ I take it he 
cannot disclaim :my such intention. For 
nearly a fortnight past it bas been plainly 
apparent to every hon. member of the 
House that it is the intention of the Go­
vernment to reach the loan estimates if 
theypossiblycan at some inconVfmient hour 
of the morning when the House is tired 
and jaded, and to put the loan estimates 
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before the House in such a way that they the due co~duct of fu.siness in this House, 
will escape with the least possible amount for the purpose of ante-dating some busi­
of criticism. I challenge the bon. the ness which the Government have special 
Colonial Treasurer to deny that is the fact. reason for putting through. There is an-

Mr. J\icMrLLAN : I do deny it ! other dangerous feature in this-a feature 
Mr. SCHEY : Very well; I am at a we cannot afford to trifle with. We know 

loss to find any other explanation for the that successive governments of the bon. 
way in which business has been conducted gentleman now at the head of the Trea­
during the last fortnight. At all events, sury benches have, time after time, when­
it must be clearly apparent to every one ever they have got the slightest hold, 

·of us that when the Colonial Treasurer tried to impress on the House that the 
says he will not give any guarantee that House and the country were pledged to a 
the loan estimates will not go through to- certain course of action, and I can see, in 
night, and when we know that the first the passing of this resolution, the special 
item of Government business is an item of danger that by-and-by the Government 
Supply, to pay Mr. John Davies, and that will turn round and tell us that by con­
there is another debatable item-£1,500 senting to the suspending of the standing 
for Mr. Midelton-and when we know orders we are pledged to the principle 
that after that the loan estimates must contained in the resolution. As I o~ject, 
come on, I say no bon. member in this in the strongest possible manner, to the 
House can escape from the conclusion that introduction of this bill, I want tq provide 
the Government are attempting with in- absolutely against its being supposed we 
decent haste to rush the loan estimates are pledged to the principle of the bill. 
through the House. It is all very well We know how sinuously it has been sought 
for the bon. gentleman to say we do not to introduce these things time after time 
know that. I say we do know it, and in this House. We can hardly' venture to 
also that we should take very good care that express even a dubious opinion when the 
the loan estimates are not rushed through hon. gentleman is in office, but l1e turns 
the House to-night. I£ these loan esti- round and uses it as an acceptance of the 
mates cannot be put through-and I con- principle of the measure he attempts to 
tend they·cannot-what is the use of tak- put before the House. One word with 
ing up the time of the Hou~e with a motion reference to the statement made by the 
to suspend the standing orders in order to hon. member for Camden, Mr. Garrett, 
bring on business there is no probability of who spoke about the value of certain land, 
reaching 1 It is all very well to tell us this &c., on the railways not being included in 
bill will not be introduced till after the the national assets. I desire to point out 
loan estimates are dealt with. If that be a that the hon. gentleman was disingenuous 
fact there is no excuse whatever for putting in the way he put this matter, for the 
this motion to suspend the standing orders assets of the two colonies were calculated­
on the paper to-night. I think that the by Mr. Garvan on precisely the same basis, 
object of this motion to suspend the stand- and therefore the hon. member for Cam­
ing orders, taken in conjunction with the den, Mr. Garrett, stands self-accused of 
motion passed last night giving the Go- trying to mislead hon. members of this 
vernment the opportunity of putting new House by endeavouring to show that Mr. 
business before the House at any time Garvan had not included the value of those 
they like, is to put her Ma:jesty's Opposi- lands. If the inclusion of the value of 
tion in a very difficult position. I appre- those lands in this colony would make 
hencl that the Government are wilfully such a difference, we must include the 
trying to put the Opposition in the most value of lands in Victoria. 
difficult position possible in relation to the Mr. GARRETT: They have none! 
business put before the House, and when Mr. SCHEY: The people of this country 
I see this being done I have no alternative have already decided, by a voice which 
but to offer to it my just and sternest has been pertinaciously disregarded by the 
opposition. We haYe no right to be asked Vfl.rious free-trade government~, that the 
to clo away with the orderly conduct of public lands of this country shall not be 
business, and all the safeguards which sold. -~ 
experience has taught us are necesflary for Mr. GARRETT: I do not want to sell them ! 
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l\fr. SCHEY : .And as far as those on 
this side of the House are concerned, we are 
_determined to maintain the people's man­
date on that point, a.nd that the public lands 
shall not be sold if we can prevent the sale. 

Mr. GARRETT : The income from the 
public lands is paying the public debt now! 

Mr. SCHEY: To upset the figures of 
the bon. member for Eden-which are 
taken, not from his imagination, but from 
official documents published by the Go­
vernment of this country, and open to bon. 
members as well as to the hon. member 
for Eden, Mr. Garvan-is more than 
either the bon. member for Camden .or the 
gentleman at the head of the Government 
is capable of. 

Mr. McMILLAN, in reply: I do not 
intend to extend this debate. I purposely 
omitted going into the substantive motion 
to follow this in order that I should not 
break in: upon the debate of the evening. 
I shall leave any reply to the hon. member 
for Eden, 1\fr. Garvan-to whom I could 
reply at the present moment if I liked­
till another occasion. I disclaim on the 
.part of the Government any ulterior in­
tention regarding this mattei·. We simply 
had one object-to conserve the business 
of the House. 

Question put. The House divided: 
Ayes, 56; noes, 16; majority, 40. 

AYES 
Allen, A. McFarlane, J. 
Brown, H. H. McMillan, W. 
Brown, \V. McRae, 1\i. 
Brunker, J. N. Mitchell, J. 
Rurns, J. F. Nobbs, J. 
Carruthers, J. H. O'Connor, D. 
Chapman, liL Parkes, Sir Henry 
Clarke, H. Playfair, T. 
Clubb, G. Plumb, J. 
Colls, T. Ritchie, R. A. 
Cooke, H. H. Ryrie, A. 
Copland, D. Scobie, R. 
Dangar, 0. 0. Seaver, J. C. B. P. 
Dickeus, E. B. L. See, J. 
Dowel, W. S. Smith, Br11ce 
Fuller, G. W. Smith, Frank J. 
Garrard, J. Smith. S. 
GalTett, T. Stephen, W. 
Gormly, J. Stevenson, R. 
Gould, A. J. Taylor, H. 
Hawken, N. Teece, \V. 
Haynes, J. Turner, E. W. 
Hogan, P. \Vheeler, J. 
Hutchison(Canterbury)Wilshire, J. T. 
Jones, T. \Voodwarcl, F. 
Kiclcl, J. 
King, R. J. 
Lakeman, A. 
;Lee, C. A. 

[ .lrb-. Scltey . 

.. 

Tellers, 
Abbott, Joseph 
Greene, G. H. 

Abbott, W. E. 
Chanter, J. M. 
Cruickshank, G. A. 

- Dalton, T. 

NoEs,· 
Schey, W. F. 
Toohey, J. M. 
Torpy, J. · 
Walker, T. 
\Vright, F. A. Dawson, H. 

Garvan, J. P. 
E:assall, T. H. Telle1·s, 
Howe, J. P. Crick, W. P. 
Nicoll, B. B. Stephen, Harold 

Question so resoh·ed in the affirmative. 

SUPPLY. 
Additional Estimates. 

CO.LONI.AL SECRETARY. 
Remunemtion to 11£1·. John Davies. 

Proposed vote, £1,102 lOs. 

Debate resumed (from 2nd October, 
vide page 5848). 

Motion (by Mr. DmBs) again proposed : 
That the proposed vote be reduced by £1,100. 

Mr. TRAILL said the question before 
the Committee was not, after all, an ex­
cee4ingly weighty one. The payment of 
this amount to Mr. John Davies had been 
supported by the Government on several 
distinct grounds. It had be·en alleged by 
the hon. member at the head of the Go­
vernment that this a111ount should be paid, 
because Mr. John Davies was the best 
inan that could have beerr found for the 
office, because in that position he efficiently 
discharged the duties intrusted to him, 
because he did not embezzle the funds· of 
the state as w&s now alleged, and because 
his engagement was from first to last 
understood to carry with it a right of pay­
ment. He would undet·take to controvert 
all those positions. ln the first instance, 
he would take the _point that ::.\fr. Davies 
was the best man that could have been 
selected for the position. 17\7hen a man 
was thought of in respect to <t particular 
appointment or engagement it was a cus­
tomary thing that he should produce cer­
tain credentials or testimonials. In this 
case, apparently, in view of the fact that 
-the person in question had been very 
widely known for many years in this com­
munity, it 'was not thought by the Pre­
mier necessary to go outside his own know­
ledge in order to seek any testimonials 
with respP-ct to the fitness of l\fr. Davies 
for this particular position. Mr. Davies 
was undoubtedly very widely known in 
this community; but he ventured to say 
that_ the impt·essicn i!l ~h\'l community with 
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respect to l\it'. Davies' fitness was not in 
accord with the impression that appeared 
to have been in the mind of the Premier. 
No one could accuse the Premier of being 

·oblivious to points in a man's career. We 
had an example of that last night, when 
the Premier produced a letter which had 
been many years in his possession, written 
on a particular occasion, and which ap­
peared to have been stored up in anticipa­
tion of some occ;:tsioti arising on which it 
might be produced with effect. M:i·. John 
Davies. had come before the public pro­
minently in a great many capacities; he 
had held various offices of trust in this 
community ; and he ventured to say that 
he would be able to show before he sat' 
down that in not one of those public capa­
cities had Mr. Davies managed to exist 
without leaving it 'with a distinct blot 
or suspicion concerning his administration 
of his functions in those capacities. That 
was a point that could not have escaped 
the Minister at the time he conferred the 
appointment. M:r. John Davies' relations 
with precedent positions were such as to 
demand from any person putting him in a 
position of trust, the most careful consi­
deration of the nature of the engagement 
to be given to him, and the precautions 
with which he should be surrounded in the 
performance of his functions. Mr. Davies 
had at various times held the positions of 
an alderman of the city, of a director of 
the Randwick Asylum, and of a commis­
sioner at the Garden Palace Exhibition. 
In his position of an alderman he formed 
the subject of a very flagrant and a very 
disgraceful scandal. It was alleged of him 
that he was the recipient from a public 
contractor, doing business with the council, 
of a present of commodities intended to 
sway him favourably towards that con­
tractor. He would speak no word in this 
Telation without due warrant, and he would 
establish everything by reference to the 
public records of the various bodies. It 
was alleged that M:r. Davies, while an 
alderman-a trustee, so to speak, of the 
citizens of Sydney-received a present of 
iron railings from a contractor. The 
matter was investigated very closely, 
being inquired into on two occasions. It 
was inquired into by a special committee 
of the Municipal Oatmcil of Sydney, and 
the circumstances attending on it were 
perhaps not so fresh in the merpories of 

many bon. members at the present time 
as they were in his own. He paid par­
ticular attention to the circumstances at 
the time, and he had since taken the pre: 
caution to refresh his memory, so that he 
might not by any impressions arrived at 
too lightly at a period of time long prece­
dent allow himself to be unduly swayed 
in his conception of what was due to Mr. 
Davies. In the city municipal council of 
20th July, 1882, the question of the iron 
railings first came up, and the circumstan-
9es were these-the bon. the Postmaster­
General, who took part in the inquiry, 
would be able to thoroughly remember 
the circumstances which he was about to 
quote. Alderman Fowler, going to the 
contractor's, took a fancy to certain iron 
castings, or railings, which were there, and 
tried to buy them. He was told they 
were too dear for him, and getting nettled 
at the idea that anything could be too dear 
for him, he madP. some remarks which 
evoked a statement, and the man got out 
of the matter by saying that he had made 
the railings a present to Alderman Davies 
because he had assisted him in getting a 
contract accepted. That was the first 
start in the matter, and it proceerled step 
by step for a considerable time. When 
the special committee appointed by the 
municipal council investigated it, 1\ir. 
Davies denied there had been any such 
present, in faQt he stated distinctly that 
he had bought the railings and had paid 
for them, could produce the receipt at a 
moment's notice if necessary, and could 
call his wife and daughter who saw him 
pay the money. Subsequently l\'Ir. Davies 
did produce a receipt; but the council 
were not satisfied with that. They had 
produced before them the contractor's 
books, and the decision which thei came 
to after an inspection of those books was 
that they had been specially doctored for 
the occasion. There was an entry show­
ing the receipt of money from 1\ir. Davies 
in payment for the railings ; but that 
entry was .interpolated in a part of the 
book where it had no right to he, and was 
written in distinctly different ink from 
the other entries made at that time. The 
conclusion of the committee was that that 
was a fraudulent pretence-that the books 
had been doctored especially to fit in with 
Mr.:J ohn Davies' statement. Who was that 
contractor 1 vVould a respectable firm do 

.-· 
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anything of the kind ; would they for a 
moment stoop to shield Mr. John Davies 
in so trivial a matter 1 [Committee 
cotmted.] The n::tme of that contractor 
was Bradford, and the name of the con­
tractor's clerk who testified to the truth­
fulness of the entry was Charles Forbes, 
and a few years subsequently that same 
man Bradford and that same clerk Charles 
Forbes were convicted of having swindled 
the Municipal Council of Sydney, and they 
served sentences for that crime. That was 
the first appearance Of Mr. John Davies in 
his relations to the public as a trustee of the 
public interest. That, however, was not 
the onlv scandal which attached to Mr. 
John D~vies in his capacity of alderman. 

Mr. GARRETT asked whether the Chair­
man considered the remarks which had 
been made, which had no connection what­
ever with the item under discussion, 
were relevant or not. In his opinion the 
remarks were highly irrelevant. vVhat 
had bon. members, in considering the 
question, to do with charges which might 
ha\'e been made against Mr. Davies in his 
various positions and capacities ~ If the 
course which was being taken were allowed 
to be continued, hon. members would be 
entitled to enter into any and every charge 
which might be made against any of their 
number. 

The CHAIR)IAN : The question before 
the CJommittee has reference to the pay­
ment of a certain sum of money to Mr. 
John Davies. In connection with this 
matter, a report has been laid on the table 
of Parliament, of which hon. members 
have formed various opinions. Some have 
formed the opinion that the reporh places 
Mr. Davies ,in an honorable position; 
others have arrived at a differimt conclu­
sion. The hon. member for South Sydney 
is quite in order in endeavouring to show 
that it is not the province of Parliament 
to pay the money under the circumstances 
which he is endeavouring to set forth. As 
the hon. member for Camden was not pre­
sent last night, I may inform him that the 
debate has assumed-not absolutely with 
the consent of the Chair, hut more with 
the unanimous consent of the Committee 
-a much wider range than actual parlia­
mentary law would allow. 

Mr. GARRETT: Was objection taken~ 
. The CHAIRaiAN : Objection was taken ; 

and on a point of order it was ruled that 
[ jJ!f?·. Tmill. · 

in consequence of the latitude which this 
question had opened up in regard to Mr.· 
Davies, and in consequence of several hon. 
members having referred to the name of 
the Premier, the consensus of opinion 
amongst the Committee was that the mat­
ter should be debated to its fullest extent. 
The hon. member, not being present at 
the t.ime, is quite justified in again calling 
attention, under the circumstances, to the 
strict r.ule of Parliament. That rule was 
extended, by the consent of the Com­
mittee, last evening. I pointed out the 
dangerous ground we were drifting upon, 
and, of course, I cannot be held respon­
sible for the result. 

Mr. TRAILL said he had explained to 
the Committee the first public appearance 
of Mr. Davies in a position of trust in the 
community. He hacf shown the character 
of the man who had vouched for his free­
dom from a corrupt motive in regard to 
this particuTar transaction, and for the 
verity of the statement which he had ad­
vanced to defend himself. He took it that 
the Committee, no matter how much sonie 
hon. members might have been invited to 
consider the matter as a party question, 
would make it a duty to arrive at a de­
cision as to how fit a man Mr Davies was 
to be placed in a position of trust. The 
scandal to which he had alluded was not 
the only one which had arisen whilst 
Mr. Davies occupi('d the position of an 
alderman. There was the scandal known 
throughout the length and breadth of the 
country as the Coonanbara hat scandal. 
This was a case in which .M:r. Davies ap­
plied to the mayor, Mr. H:J.rris, for ce1·tnin 
amounts of money, amounting to £11 lOs., 
for expenses alleged to have been incurred 
in hiring, for his use, to go to a picnic, a 
steamer. As a matter of fact, upon in­
vestigation and inquiry, Mr. Harris ascer­
tained that no charge had been made for 
the steamer. Mr. Davies alleged that part 
o£ the money was required for the purpose 
of presenting the captain and first mate 
with hats for their obliging services on the 
occasion of the trip. It came out in evi~ 
dence at court, from the captain and the 
first mate, that they had received no hats 
at all, and that there had been ne such ex­
pendit-ure on their behalf, that there had 
been no such expenditure for the steamer, 
and consequently that the money had been 
received from Mr. Harris by Mr. Davies 
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under false pretences, with the ·obvious in­
tention of converting it to his own use. 
This matter subsequently formed part of 
a civil action brought by Mr. Davies for 
the recovery from Mr. Harris of damages 
amounting to £20,000 for an alleged 
aspersion upon his character. Mr. Harris 
did not lay an information against Mr. 
Davies, although it was obvious from the 
circumstances which were recorded in the 
newspapers of the day that, had he done 
so, he must undoubtedly have secured 
a conviction. Mr. Davies, however, re­
turned the money to Mt·. Harris upon it 
being demanded, and instead of laying an 
information against him at once he put 
the money into his drawer and kept it 
there. For twelve months he held the 
money, as it were, in te?·ro?·ern over Mr. 
Davies, a circumstance which, no doubt, 
militated against him when the libel 
trial came on, inasmuch as it might have 
been supposed that some malicious mot.ive 
existed in his mind of keeping Mr. Davies 
under his thumb, just as Mr. Davies had 
alleged, in that House, that he had another 
bon. gentleman under his thumb. Mr. 
Davies, however, did not obtain the 
£20,000 which he fixed as the value of 
his character. The jury, by a majority of 
9 to 3, brought in a verdict, nominally for 
Mr. Davies, and the extent of that verdict 
was a farthing sterling damages. That 
was the valuation which the jury, under 
the circumstances, put upon the reputa­
tion of Mr. Davies. This was incident 
number two in the career of this man. 
Mr. Davies was, subsequently, or simul­
taneously a director of the Rand wick 
Asylum for orphans. The matter was a 
small one, but it showed to what infinite 
smallness :Wir. Davies' nature would stoop. 
Mr. Davies, although a member of the 
legislature, and as such, was enabled to 
travel free over the tramways, accepted 
from the resources of the Randwick insti­
tution tram tickets, similar to thosP. which 
were given to directors. Mr. Davies was 
not above even pocketing twopenny tram­
tickets out of the resources which were 
collected fot· the maintenance of orphan 
children. It had been alleged during the 
course of the debate that the £26 or £30 
to which reference had been made was too 
trifling a sum for a man like 1\ir. Davies 
to handle or touch. But this argument 
was totally useless, when i~ was remem-

18 M 

bered that Mr. Davies would stoop to 
pocket the tram tickets of an orphan insti­
tution. Mr. Davies, it would be remem­
bered, had filled a very important position 
as commissioner at the international exhi­
bition at the Garden Palace. In this 
capacity Mr. Davies had a certain share 
of influence. Being a particularly active 
man, he perhaps had a larger share of 
interest than many other commissioners in 
the apportionment of contt;acts for various 
accessories for the convenience of visitors 
to the exhibition. Amongst these con­
tracts was one for the wine and spirit and 
refreshment bar, and the applicants for 
the contract included l\J r. John Douglas 
Young, well known as an alderman in the 
city. Mr. Young applied to l\'Ir. Davies 
for his assistance in having his contract 
accepted. 

Mr. ORICK : Not quite that ! 
Mr. TRAILL repeated the statement 

that 1\ir. Young bad applied to Mr. Davies 
for support in regard to the acceptance of 
his contract. 

Mr. ORICK: He wanted to receive fair 
play! 

l\'Ir. TRAILL said he would refer to 
the official record of the matter, and if he 
did not absolutely and correctly state what 
was the fact he would be open to contra­
diction. At the trial of Davies ve1·sus 
Harri~ Mr. Young stated that he thought 
he and his partner told' l\'Ir. Davies that 
if he could give them any assistance he 
could to put them straight in the matter 
they would make him a present of a ring, 
or something of that sort. This evidence 
was extorted from l\1r. Young with some 
appearance of reluctance. This reluctance 
was apparent for obvious reasons, as it was 
not a very creditable confession for any 
man to have to make to the effect that he 
had approached a public trustee in a mat­
ter of this kind. Further testimony was 
given to the effect that Mr. Davies went 
to Mr. Young to remind him that his ten­
der had been accepted, and l1e suggested 
about the ring. He said Mr. Young could 
get a very nice ring at some jeweller's shop 
he named. Mr. Young and his partner 
went to Jones' and bought a ring, for which 
he gave somewhere about £40. This was 
about a fortnight after the tender had been 
accepted. Mr. Young also stated that he 
made Mr. Davies a present of a gold albert 
chain. Mr. Davies, in his sworn testimony, 

'Jl 
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had absolutrly denied that he had been 
presented with a gold albert chain, and it 
would be very interesting to compare Mr. 
Davies' evidence upon that point with the 
evidence to which he had just referred. 
Mr. Davies absolutely denied that any such 
albert was given to him, and, on being 
pressed, he stated that Mr. Young had given 
it to his daughter. Mr. Young's evidence 
on this point was that it was not a fact that 
he gave the albert to Mr. Davies' daughter; 
it was a gentleman's albert, not a lady's 
albert. There was ~ ring of probability 
about this statement. It appeared that 
Mrs. Davies was also examined in regard 
to this matter, and she stated that Miss 
Davies answered the door when Mr. Young 
came with the albert guard, and that upon 
her opening the door Mr. Young gave it 
to her. The matter was not of great im­
portance beyond the fact that, in his 
capacity as a trustee in a public position, 
and as a man who ought to keep l1is hands 
free from bribes of every possible descrip­
tion, Mr. Davies accepted a present of a 
diamond ring and a gold albert for services 
rendered to a contractor in connection with 
a tender. Reference had been made to a 
certain claim which ~fr. Davies had brought 
uuring an earlier period of his career for 
£500 against the estate of a dead man, 
by virtue of a signed document. During 
the trial, Mr. Stephen Brown, who was 
well known to old members of the House 
as a man whose credit stood very high 
amongst the community, swore most abso­
lutely that the alleged signature, upon the 
strength of which the £500 was claimed, 
was a forgery. This was the man whom 
the Colonial Secretary would lead us to 
believe was the best man for discharg­
ing the function to which was attached 
so much responsibility as that which 
was connected with the office which Mr. 
Davies held as chairman of the Casual 
Labour Board. Ron. members on the 
opposite side of the House had been 
accused of libelling the colony. They 
had been accused of depreciating the 
character of the public credit. But was 
there ever, in the history of legislation, 
such a libel upon the character of every 
man in the colony as that which the Pre­
mier had uttered when he said that Mr. 
Davies, smudged with this taint, was the. 
best man that the community could afford 
for an office of high responsibility and 

[ 11fr. Traill. 

trust~ The statement was a disgrace to 
every living individual in the country. 
W :is there no man in the community with 
capacity for organisation such as the Pre­
mier claimed for Mr. Davies, who had 
not a character unsullied by charges such 
as those which had been made~ He con­
tended that the community possessed 
hundreds, aye, thousands of men of every 
possible intellectual capacity, fit for any 
position that could be intrusted to them, 
and whose characters were perfectly un­
assailable. Was it not a matter of 
notoriety, throughout the length and 
breadth of the colony, that the character 
of Mr. Davies was held in the utmost-­
he did not want to exceed the limits of 
what was proper and deqent-and he 
would therefore say in the utmost re­
serve. 

Mr. ORICK: You cannot say anything 
too bad! 

Mr. TRAILL said that every member 
who listened to him knew that the doubts 
which rested upon Mr. Davies' character 
were matter of universal notoriety. Before 
such a man was chosen for the position he 
held, any premier who had a respect for 
himself, or who had a respect for the repu­
tation of the colony, would have exhausted 
every other possible honorable, unstained, 
unspotted man, whom he could have 

. secured. It had been alleged by the Pre-
mier that JYir. Davies had efficiently con­
ducted the duties intrusted to him. This 
contention had also been made by the hon. 
member for West Sydney (Mr. Abigail) 
with considerable persistence, and at some 
length. It was alleged by·the Premier, 
and supported by the hon. member for 
West Sydney, that there was no man in 
the community through whose hands such 
vast sums of money had passed as had 
passed through the hands of Mr. Davies, 
who could have brought out so fine and 
correct a balance as he l1ad succeeded in 
doing. But what was the fact in regard 
to this miracle of hook-keeping-this extra­
ordinary feat of balancing books ~ Ron. 
members would easily find an answer to 
the question by turning to the evidence of 
the commission. Mr. Hinchcliffe, who 
was examined by the commission, was 
asked if he were an accountant, and he re­
plied distinctly that he was not ; and yet 
he was the only person, under Mr. Dades, 
who had charge of the accounts undet: this 
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huge organisation. Mr. Davies, under 
examination, was questioned as follows :-

Do you know what became of these moneys ? 
Some of them were utilised for the payment of 
contingent expenses. Others, as you will find, 
were paid in the ordinary way into the Trea· 
sury. You will find that the secretary from 
time to time paid money into the Treasury. 

Did you look into the books of the Casual 
Labour Board at all ? It was not my place to 
keep the books. I attended as much as sixteen 
hours a day to the business of the board, and 
did as much as I possibly could do in that time. 

Did you look into the books at all ; did you 
ever look into this book (exhibited)? No. 

Did you ever see it in the office ? Yes. 
Did you ever go over it to check it, or see 

how it was being kept? No. 
Did you ever interest yourself in it at all? No. 
Who was responsible for the keeping of the 

books ? Mr. Hinchcliffe. 

Mr. Hinchcliffe. was the gentleman who 
stated in his evidence that he was not an 
accountant. [Committee counted.] On the 
question of the amount of work which 
Mr. Davies had accomplished the hon. 
member for vVest Sydney had dilated at 
some length. He had mentioned the 
amounts realised for Crown lands at Be­
rowr't, Como, Heathcote, Dobroyd, the 
Field of Mars, Gordon, Hornsby, N arra­
been, and Rockwood. Altogether. 3,052 
acres realised £161,199. In addition to 
this there were cleared and underscrubbed, 
31,706 acres; roads cleared, 358! miles; 
roads cleared and formed, 222 miles; 
roads cleared,· formed, and made, 86t 
miles ; bridges, 26 ; side drains cut, 18 
miles; and culverts, 185. [Committee 
counted.] The hon. member for West 
Sydney laid a great deal of stress on the 
large amount realised by the sale of the 
land. He almost appeared to wish the 
Committee to believe that the operations 
of the men under the charge of Mr. 
Davie.§! had actually created this value, or 
a large portion of it. 

Mr. ABIGAIL : No ! 
Mr. TRA.ILL said that that was the 

impression which was left upon his mind. 
However, putting altogether apart whether 
the hon. member made the statement or 
otherwise, the matter had been put before 
the Committee in such a way as to leave 
.the impression on his mind that we were 
expected to believe that a great deal of 
credit was due to Mr. John Davies for this 
amount of money being realised by the sale 
of this land. The hon. member for West 
~facquarie poi11:ted out last night that all 

the credit which could be ascribed was the 
value of .the clearing which was done, and 
that hon. member stated his own knowledge 
as to the value of the clearing, and appealed 
to the hon. member for Grenfell, as an 
expert in the matter, whether £3 an acre 
was not a very fair average price for land 
ordinarily timbered. He understood that 
hon. member by nodding his head to give 
his assent to that proposition, and he un­
derstood him so now. In that case, the· 
quotation of figures of that sort could in 
no way enlighten tfie Committee as to 
what actually was the benefit derived from 
the operations of this body of men by the 
state. But, as a matter of fact, was it not 
exceedingly disadvantageous that so large 
a body of men were concentrated round 
the metropolis at all~ Throughout the 
country there were an infinity of roads 
of acces~ required by the farming popu­
lation. If this man had been so fine 
an· organiser as they said, how was it 
that he did not despatch party after party 
to those parts of the colony, where money 
was being remitted from the general 
revenue in every estimate we had ~ Why 
were these men not despatched to every 
part of the colony where roads required 
making, and set to work in distant parts, 
where, in all probability, when their work 
was concluded, or while it was in progress, 
they. would gradually ha•e been absorbed 
into ordinary avocations, and been distri­
buted by a natural process, so to speak, 
right throughout the colony in a profitable 
and advantageous way~ Would·the Com­
mittee believe that the man who had. con­
centrated them all round the metropolis 
was such a genius for organisation when 
he neglected so obvious an outlet for their 
industry-an outlet which would have 
diffused benefits throughout every part of 
the community, and also would have con­
ferred benefits where really they were 
most required, and where it would ·hardly 
have been possible to allege that there 
could be any collusion between the head 
organiser of these men and' the holders 
of priv:ate estates in the vicinity of the 
metropolis~ Had these men been thus 
launched ·out into the most distant parts 
of the colony, all these advantages would 
have br.P.n secured, and the greatest pos­
sible advantage would have been clone to 
those portions of the community which 
were too ~uch neglected by the· preference 
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which was given to metropolitan works, 
and there would have been no possibility, 
or the possibility would have been mini­
mised extremely, of any charge of collu­
sive preference having been directed 
against the man who organised the em­
ployment of this labour. Now, the next 
question was : Was John Davies' engage­
ment a paid one~ It was a very essential 
question, indeed, because on that, as the 
Committee must be aware, depended the 
whole gist of the opinion of eminent coun­
sel as to whether Mr. Davies was liable to 
a prosecution for the liberties he took with 
the public money in connection with these 
various cheques. It must be obvious to 
every hon. member that ha,d it been 
frankly stated that Mr. Davies was en­
gaged as a salaried employee of the Go­
vernment, the opinions given by eminent 
counsel would have been entirely different 
from the opinions they actually gave. It 
was easy to illustrate that by a quotation 
from the opinion of l\fr. Pilcher, who, in 
discussing in the .first place the documents 
which were submitted to him, and on 
which his opinions were to be based, had 
this paragraph : 

This is the document under which I under­
stand these three gentlemen became what has 
come to be !mown as the Casual Labour Board, 
and this document is, as I am instructed, the 
only appointment or authority, in writing or 
verbal, under which these gentlemen performed 
any duties on behalf of the Government. It 
will be obsen,ed that the duties and position of 
the board are not defined. Further, I under­
stand that those duties were performed volun­
tarily and without any consideration. 
Upon that Mr. Pilcher gave an opinion 
that a successful prosecution could not be 
brought against Mr. John Davies. The 
essential point was that there was no 
consideration; that he was not to receive 
any remuneration. That understanding 
was conveyed to counsel, and it accom­
panied the case as against John Davies up 
to the very threshold of the court. [Com­
mittee cozmted.] He thought it would be 
Vf~ry convenient if the hon. gentleman at 
the head of the Government would take 
his proper place in the Chamber. This 
mattet· was so distinctively the bon. gen­
tleman's own, that it would be incumbent 
upon him presently to make some refer­
ence to his attitude, and he should like 
him to he present on the occasion, so that 
it might. not be said hereafter that he 
spoke of him behind his back. He was 

[ Jh. Traill. 

pointing out that the circumstance that 
Mr. Davies expected any payment, or had 
been promised any payment, was continu­
ally suppressed, and so long as it was pos­
sible that the law could take cognisance of 
his actions in that capacity ; but the mo­
ment that he was :;upposed to be freed 
from the liabilities to the law, the Colo­
nial Secretary came into the House and 
suddenly assured us that it was always 
understood that Mr. Davies was to be paid, 
and that the House was in honor bound 
to make good that understanding. It was 
too late to make a statement of that kind 
now; it should have gone through the 
whole course of events which had preceded 
the debate; it should have been under­
stood at the time when Mr. Pilcher was 
called on for an opinion; it should have 
been understood by the magistrate before 
whom 1\fr. Davies appeared in ordee to 
answer the charge of embezzling the 
public moneys. It must be ·obvious t~ 
every member who would bring a dispas­
sionate mind to bear on the question-and 
a good many hon. gentlemen did not seem 
to care to hear a dispassionate statement 
of the case-that had such an understand­
ing been put before the petty court, when 
1\fr. Davies wa::; accused of embezzlement, 
it was very possible that he would have 
been sent to a higher court to stand 
his trial on that charge. Now, with 
regard to the connection of the Colo­
nial Secretary with this transaction. He 
would point ont again that he was about 
to refer to the Colonial Secretary indi­
vidually, and it was no fault of his that 
the bon. gentleman was not here to hear 
what he had to say, and to defend himself, 
or to reply if he should think it necessary 
afterwards. He held that these papers, in 
some respects, and these transactions, bore 
on them every semblance that the hon. 
gentleman so arranged matters that if 
1\fr. Davies, who was known to him to be 
a man whose fingers were stained with 
moneys which had stuck to them in his 
various representative capacities-[Com­
mittee cozmted. ]-every step in this trans­
action was susceptible of being inter­
preted, that the matter had been so ar­
ranged that if 1\fr. John Davies should 
lay his hands on any of the public moneys 
in this trust, which was improperly re­
posed in his l1ands, the law should not be 
able to get a grip of him. Look at the 
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terms of the only appointment which 
could be traced in the records of the Go­
vernment. \Vas there ever so vast a trust 
reposed in man on sq loose an understand­
ing 7 There was no engagement; there 
was no appointment; there was simply 
a series of loose instructions ; there was 
·nothing at all on the face of the engage­
ment of .1\fr. John Davies that would 
enable definite proof to be obtained that 
he was a hired servant and responsible for 
all his acts. [Committee counted.] In 
whatever aspect he regarded this debate, 
it was certainly surprising to him that 
hon. members had not thought fit to at­
tend in their places to heat· what was 
urged--

1\Ir. GARRETT: Where is the hon. mem­
ber's own side 7 

l\ir. TRAILL was not particularising 
one side or the other. His remarks were 
just as free of application to his own side 
as to the other side. There was at the 
present moment under debate one of the 
most delicate and one of the most im­
portant suJ::jects that could possibly en­
gage the attention of hon. members. 
They had there under discussion the actual 
char:tcter and reputation of a fellow-crea­
ture. 

l\Ir. BRUCE SmTH : The bon. member 
might say under dissection ! 

l\ir. TRAILL was not approaching the 
discussion with a passionate feeling-with 
a forgetfulness of what was due to a cir­
cumstance of that kind ; but he was en­
deavouring to bring to bear on the discus­
sion as much of a judicial temper as be 
could possibly find in his power. If he 
had any preconceptions he put the Com­
mittee in possession of every item of the 
facts on which those preconceptions or pre­
judices were based. Of Mr. John Davies 
he knew almost nothing ; he had person­
ally no relations whatever, good, bad, or 
indifl'erent, beyond the mere casual ac­
quaintance of the day with him --

Mr. McMILLAN: The hon. member is a 
political agnostic ! 

l\Ir. TRAILL had no feeling except 
what any man who read the records would 
naturally have in the perusal of them. He 
had only the feeling of a man who wished 
that this country should be well gow~rned; 
its affairs should be in the hands of pure 
administrators, and its public men should 

be men of the highest possible character. 
The bon. member smiled; but he knew 
that he was a living exemplification of that 
fact. The Colonial Treasurer had always 
found from him, although sitting in oppo­
sition, a distinct expression of respect for 
himself, for no other reason than that in 
his past career there was not one blot that 
any man could put a finger upon, and 
there were other bon. gentlemen who sat 
on that side who knew that he was not to 
be prejudiced by mere distinction of poli­
tical parties on the mere consideration of 
a point which was an academic point after 
all. There was no prejudice in his mind 
in the matter; there was no other motive 
in l1is standing up at the present time and 
explaining what appeared to him the rea­
sons why the items o'lhould not be voted 
than a natural regard for the highest pos­
sible system of public morality in the ad­
ministration of public affairs. He appealed 
to bon. gentlemen who were not partisans 
whether he h~d not justified every expres­
sion of opinion to which he had given 
utterance to-night by the absolute quota­
tion of a fact on which he was reasonably 
entitled to have that expression of opinion. 
But if it had been intended that Mr. John 
Davies-a man of doubtful integrity, to 
say the least of it, in view of these noto­
rious occurrences of the past-should help 
himself to these moneys passing in such 
large sums through his hands, no better 
means of giving him that opportunity would 
have been concocted, even by a confederate, 
than by putting him in that position with a 
commission of so loose a character as that 
under which he actually worked. But we 
had been told on a high authority that all 
this was nothing ; or, rather, there had 
been no reference to it on the part of the 
Colonial Secretary. vV e had the hon. 
gentleman speaking ex cath6Cl1·il, giving his 
opinion that Mr. Davies was an admirable 
man-that he was eminently fitted for the 
position. Who would answer for the 
guarantor 1 Did the Colonial Secretary's 
own reputation stand so high in this com­
munity that he could give a guarantee, 
financial or moral, to any man 1 

Mr. H. TAYLOR: Yes! 
Mr. TRAILL said there could be no 

reply in the affirmative from the vast body 
of the people of Lhis community to that 
question. A "Yes" might come indeed 
from a few panderers-men who hung on 

I 
·I 
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to the bon. member in the hour of his 
prosperity, when he was the dispenser of 
all good, when it was in his power to buy 
something here to the advantage of an in­
dividual. 

Mr. BRUCE SMITH : Is this judicial1 
Mr. TRAILL.said that in the ordinary 

course of nature it would be a matter for 
the historian to compile, and to state 
what was the reputation of the hon. gen­
tleman-whether upon his voucher any 
man's character could stand up brightened 
and affirmed beyond all power of contra­
?icti?n. . The Colonial Secretary, stand­
mg m his place last night, alternately 
blustered to the House about his own in­
tegrity, his own achievements, his own 
virtues, saying that for himself which 
he could find no other man in the com­
munity to say for him ; he alternately 
swaggered and appealed, and he said, " I 
should have thought that even if, in the 
course of my career, I have made some 
stumbles, I would have been entitled to 
some consideration." The hon. member 
was indeed entitled to the deepest con­
sideration of every man who respected 
honor and integrity in this country. It 
was indeed a subject for the deepest con­
sideration that a man who had reached 
the most extended span of human life­
who stood, as it were, on the brink of the 
tomb-who for forty years had been be­
fore the people of this country, thouaht it 

d 
. b 

necessary to stan up m his place and 
·say one word to explain about how ele­
vated a character his was. 'Why, if the 
han. member's life had been such as he 
would fain have depicted it, there would 
not have been his voice only to utter it 
but the very conscience of the people, th~ 
very thoughts of every man in the House 
welling out from their conscience would 
have come in one blast towards him and 
made him feel that one word from him 
was an ~suit to himself-a matter beyond 
a necessity. 

Mr. BRUCE SMITH : The bon. member 
will see them well up in the division ! 

~r. TRAILL said the only possible 
smirch that he could conceive in the bon. 
member's reputation was that he had as­

. sociated himself with the Premier of this 
country. The Colonial Secretary had 
~toad forward. in the House, and spoken 

_m the very highest terms of eulogy of his 
[ jl:fr. Traill. -

own character. He did not think it riaht 
in his representative position that 

0

he 
should allow that self-laudation to pass 
without having some counterbalance to 
go forward to the people of the country. 

Mr. BRUCE s~liTIT : I thouaht vou 
could not leave it alone ! 

0 
• 

1\ir. TRAILL alleged that the moral 
whic~ was educed from the public career 
of this gentleman was one which was of 
~~st infinite ~amage and injury to the 
rismg generatiOn-to a whole generation 
of the people of New South Wales. The 
moral of the hon. member's career, as con­
sidered by the young men of New South 
Wales, amounted to this : That a man 
migh.t be unfa~thf~l to his engagements, 
unfaithful to lus fnends, dishonest in busi­
~ess transactions, immoral in his private 
hf~, and, tha~ notwithstanding all these 
thmgs, he might be able to rise to the 
highest stations ~the community. Was 
that a moral whiCh one would wish to go 
forward to the young men of Australia 1 
W:hat mor~ remained 1 One thing he 
might ascnbe to the Premier. We saw 
the han. member for East Sydney, Mr. 
Stre~t, the other night professing his con­
version ; he had thouaht it was necessary 
to vote against the ite~ ·but he had been 
convinced that his first' impressions were 
premature. The hon. member came into 
the House, as many of us had come in in 
wha~ w~ might call the first purity ~f a 
pubhc hfe-u~touched, unstained; but we 
f~un_d _the punty-what he might call the 
virg~Ity of the hon. member's public life 
-stamed by the false picture which the 
Premier drew of his own virtue, and of his 
own merits. We could not, without feeling 
heartsore, see a worthy and honest man per­
verted from the integrity of his own con­
science by the mere suasions of an individual. 
It was a painful spectacle, and he knew that 
what he said sank deeply into the heart of 
many a man sitting opposite to him now, 
w~o yet, perhaps, would not be sufficiently 
stirred to record by his vote the true in­
stinct of his heart and conscience. He 
could say more on this theme-han. mem­
bers knew that he could say more. He 
could launch into another branch of the 
public life of this man who stoorl forth and 
set himself up as an example which all 
~b~ youth of this country should try to 
Imitate. But there were other considera­

. tions which restrained him. He was torn 



Supply . . [3 OcT., 1889.] },b·. John Dct?:ies. 5.879 

in the matter between what might be in­
deed a public duty and the restraint of his 
feelings. Duty though it might be, he 
found that human nature would not sus­
tain him further in carrying out the moral 
which might be educed from the life of 
Sir Henry Parkes. Every hon. member 
m the House knew what he meant. ~very 
hon. member knew that his life was not 
only a moral to be guarded against by 
every young man in the community ; but 
there were circumstances in it which might 
well be studied by young Australians of 
each sex. 
.. :M:~. FRANK SMITH had been ex­
tremely slow to make up his mind as to 
how he should-vote on the question. He 
did not wish hon. members to think that 
he had formed any prejudices one way or 
-the other. If we were to be regarded as 
a jury to determine the characters that 
had been aspersed during the debate he 
for one was not disposeq to consider any 
.of the allegations made as there was a 
proper time and place to deal with those 
allegations. But if he was to bring the 
facts of the case to his mind he must test 
the sincerity of those utterances. One bon. 
member after another had got up and de­
scribed the character of Mr. Davies. The 
facts which ·they alleged in condemnation 
of Mr. Davies might be true or they might 
be false ; but they had been in their minds 
ever since they entered this Parliament. 
Before he gave any credence to the allega­
tions against :M:r. Davies he must test the 
sincerity of his accusers. Why did not 
those hon. members at the opening of this 
Parliament or since that period stand up 
in their places and condemn the action 
which they had been denouncing here 
hour after hour and night after night 
during the past week ~ , 

:M:r. T. W .A.LKER : Because there is a 
proper time and place to do that ! 

:M:r. GARRETT : Why did not the hon. 
member move the adoption of the report~ 

Mr. FRANK SMITH should like to 
hear it disproved by· hon. gentlemen on 
the other side, and perhaps by hon. mem­
bers on both sides, that there was no .party 
spirit at all in regard to this question. If 
:that were proved clearly to his mind he 
should know how to record his vote. Up 
to the pre~ent this question had been de­
bated in a strong party spirit. He told 
hon. members on the Opposition side of 

the House that if the motion was to be 
discussed from that standpoint, no matter 
what his opinion might be they would find 
him voting against them a.s a party for 
taking this peculiar manner of striking at 
the head of the present Government. Al­
legation after allegation had been made 
against Mr. Davies, and he was not going 
into disputes which had been fought over 
again and again. The last Parliament 
was rife with them. New members in the 
last Parliament had to sit here hour after 
hour and listen to challenges from one 
side and the other during nearly the whole 
of the session, and a great deal of time 
was wasted in these disputes. vV e had a 
right to see if there was anything in the 
allegations made against :M:r. Davies, and 
we could do that without any of the 
malignity which had been displayed in 
the Chamber regarding that question. Re­
ference had been made to the number of 
cases in which Mr. Davies had been con­
cerned, and in connection with which he 
had been brought before the public courts; 
but in none of these cases had there been 
a conviction obtained. If he was to be 
an impartial man, how could he be guided 
by reference to these cases~ If it was 
stated that a man had committed perjury 
or theft, he asked if he was tried ; and if 
he was tried and acquitted, he must give 
him the benefit of the doubt. Mr. Davies 
had been charged with serious offences, 
and it was a peculiar circumstance that 
the public tribunals before which he had 
gone had exonerated him. How, then, 
was he to go into the evidence, and try 
him over again~ It might be said that 
:M:r. Davies was a man whose character 
he would not like to set up as an example. 
That was so, and if he were asked to vote 
on the point his vote would go against the 
man ; but, as he had pointed out, this 
matter had been made entirely a party 
question. This matter might have been 
dealt with long ago, and the action of the 
Government might have been questioned 
from the outset. It was said that this 
was the first opportunity they had had of 
dealing with it. 

H ON. MEMBERS : Yes! 
Mr. DIBBS : Has. it not been made a 

party question of on the other side~ .. 
Mr. FRANK SMITH saiel that from 

his standpoir{t, as an independent member 
-if there were any independent members 
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-everything went to ·show that the ac­
tion of the Opposition in this matter was 
a distinct party mo,·e. It was under the 
cover of this motion they were attempt­
ing to blacken the clmra"cter of the Pre­
mier, and to induce hon. members of this 
House to withdraw their support from 
him. If the charges against Mr. Davies 
had been disproved in the public courts, 
why should hon. members sit here and 
listen to a re-hash of the evidence, and 
try the man over again in order to find 
him guilty 7 That was what they were 
asked to do. The other night the bon. 
member for vVest Macquarie, in an elabor­
ate address, submitted this proposition: 
that the stipendiary magistrate who tried 
the case had ignored the opinions of coun­
sel upon the subject-the opinions given 
by 1\'Ir. Pilcher and l\:Ir. Rogers. vVould 
that stipendiary· magistrate have been fit 
to sit on the bench for five minutes if he 
had taken the slightest notice of any 
counsel's opinion when a case came before 
him 1 What he had to do-and he pre­
sumed that the stipe-ndiary did his duty, 
because the bon. member gave the stipen­
diary credit for conscientiously performing 
his functions-was to take the evidence 
submitted to him, and upon the evidence 
before him exercise his judgment and de­
termine whether a JJrima facie case was 
made out or not. The evidence was taken 
by the magistrate who had the whole facts 
before him, and he decided that the charge 
was not proved. 

An Hox. l\fE)IBER : He said nothing of 
the kind! 

Mr. FRANK S:l\:IITH: He decided that 
a prima facie case was not made out ; 
otherwise he would have sent Mr. Davies 
before another tribunal. 

Mr. TooHEY : He decided the matter on 
a technical point ! 

Mr. FRANK SMITH said that another 
matter dwelt upon by the bon. member 
for West Macquarie, who from his stand­
point had dealt with the case in an able 
and conscientious manner, was that if it 
had not been for technical points counsel 
would have advised the Crown to file an 
indictment against Mr. Davies; but that 
did not mean that Mr. Davies was guilty. 

Mr. T. WALKER : It means that there 
is a p1·irna facie case ! • 

Mr. FRANK SMITH said that, if from 
the facts submitted, counsel advised that 

[ i.lf?-. Frank Smith. 

an indictment be filed, he presumed that 
that was from a conviction that the man 
would be sent to gaol. This c~tse was sub­
mitted to counsel, and they determined 
that, owing to 1\ir. Davies not being a paid 
servant of the Crown, he could not be suc­
cessfully indicted for an offence. It did 
not follow that if he was so indicted he 
would have been convicted on another 
charge made against him. Some bon. 
members seemed to think that if it could 
be proved that l\ir. Davies was a paid 
servant of the Crown he would have been 
sent to Darlinghurst for embezzlement; 
but a man might be indicted, and be no 
more guilty than any member of this 
Chamber. It would be necessary, before 
the Crown would be warranted in going 
to the expense. of a criminal trial, to be 
supported by counsel's opinion; but coun~ 
sel, not seeing sufficient warrant for it, 
did not gratify the desire of those who 
were trying to hound this man down. 
Finding that counsel's opinion would not 
permit them to do that, the only course 
possible for the Government was that sug­
gested by Mr. Rogers, to allow the sti­
pendiary to hear the case in the police 
court, and determine whether a prima facie 
case could be made out. \Ve had been 
told that the evidence of Mr. Ribble, 
which was given in court, and which, he 
presumed, caused the magistrate to dismiss 
the case in reference to the cheques, was 
false. The innuendo was that l\1r. Ribble 
perjured himself. There was a remarkable 
chain of circumstances connected with 
this, and the evidence in the other case 
had been very remarkable also. The 
" pickle bottle" case had been cited by the . 
hon. member for West 1\iacquarie as a 
peculiar piece of evidence upon which 1\:Ir. 
Davies succeeded in his litigation. It did 
not follow, however, that because a piece 
of evidence seemed to be very startling 
that it was untrne. Circumstances arose 
evet-y day which seemed so strange that 
their truth could hardly be believed. Last 
night he moved a motion in this Chamber 
rescinding an order of the House ; and to­
night an bon. member, owing to a certain 
course to be taken by the Government; 
expressed his belief, notwithstanding his 
denial, that he had been instigated by the 
Government. It seemed as clear as clay 
that such was the case. Notwithstanding 
the appearance of the matter from the par-
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ticular set of circumstances to ";hicb he 
had referred, he stated ag'ain that he had 
nothing to do with the Government in 
reference to it. The "pickle bottle" case 
seemed a very improbable story; but we 
had not to try that case over again, and 
we knew that the evidence in the case was 
taken before a legal tribunal. It was 
sifted, and the jury determined on it; and 
were we to say because the story seemed 
improbable that it was not true~ 

Mr. CRICK: Does the bon. member know 
what the judge said about it~ 

Mr. FRANK SMITH did not. He 
knew little about the case. There had 
been such a want of sincerity in the lan­
guage of hon. members in reference to this 
matter that it would become necessary for 
him to close his ears to everything except 
the fact that John Davies had been em­
ployed by the Government, and the ques­
tion was, whether we should pay him or 
not. He had sat patiently listening to 
every speaker. 

Mr. CRICK : Why is not the Premier 
here now~ 

· Mr. FRANK SMITH said that any 
hon. member might have to go out of the 
Chamber. It was necessary for. him to 
consider whether those who were persecut­
ing this man with such virulence were to 
say the least of it sincere. 'What did any 
of us care about the personality of Mr. 
Davies~ We had nothing to do with that. 
The whole of the attack of hon. members 
on Mr. Davies was made in connec.tion 
with the Premier with the exception of 
the diamond ring and the Vance case. 
With regard to the Vance case, he had 
said that we ought to consider the result 
of the trial. Where a man was acquitted, 
it was not for bon. members to try him 
over again. The want of sincerity shown 
by bon. members cropped up in his mind 
every time he came to consider the ques­
tion to such an extent that he would re­
quire to be convinced before be gave his 
vote, that there was not some ulterior 
motive in these attacks upon n'lr. Davies; 
and an attempt to brand the Premier as 
being connected in some way with some 
chicancery practised by Mr. Davies. I£ 
the matter was to be one of party against 
the :Premier --
. ·Mr. CRICK : He said so ! 

Mr. l!'.H.ANK SMITH said he had not 
made up his mind how he should vote for 

the simple reason that in face of the public 
acquiLtal of this man on all these charges 
he was not going to attempt to try him 
again in order to find him guilty. He 
wanted those who objected to the vote to 
show that they were sincere. If they could 
show him that they might find him voting 
in a way very different from that in which 
he should vote, if he came to the conclusion 
that the opposition to the item was a patty 
move to brand and defame the Premier. 
The Government were in a peculiar posi­
tion with regard to the civil servants who 
had not received their salaries on tho lst 
of the month. 

Mr. CRICK : Whose fault is it~ 
Mr. FRANK SMITH said that was 

not what he wanted to get at. We were 
told that it was intended to move the 
reduction of this amount by £1 at a time. 
·whether the object really was to reject 
the item or to defeat the Government and 
brand and defame·the Premier in the eyes 
of the people, remained to be seen. 

Mr. TURNER did not see why this 
House should not accept the opposition to 
this item as a party move. The Opposi­
tion had as much right to be in power as 
the Ministerial party. The Opposition 
were in a majority, and why should not 
those gentlemen occupy the Government 
benches~ It must be evident to the merest 
tyro that this was a party question. We 
had forgotten all about Mr. Davies long 
ago. The Opposition had the confidence 
of the country as much as the Ministerial 
party had; and he did not see why those 
gentlemen should not occupy the Govern­
ment benches. He would suggest that this 
item be postponed until the remainder of 
the estimates were disposed of, and that 
then the motion with reference to it should 
be taken as a friendly vote of censure. He 
would suggest to the leader of the Opposi­
tion that he should propose that the item 
should be reduced by a small amount, and 
that the motion should be taken as a motion 
of censure. 

Mr. CRICK: Is the bon. member speak­
ing on behalf of the Government~ 

Mr. TURNER said he was speaking on 
behalf of no one but himself. The new 
Government had come into power and 
they r.ould formula.te their policy during 
t.he recess, and· they could appeal to the 
country whenever they felt inclined. We 
need not fear any interference with the 
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fiscal policy of the country. The hon. 
member for The Murrumbidgee said at 
the commencement of the session that it 
was not intended by his party to interfere 
with the fiscal question; they would not 
be likely to do that until next session. 
The Opposition had just as much right to 
be in power as the present Government 
had at the commencement of the session. 

An HoN. MEMBER: Let us turn about! 
1\fr. TURNER said that this was no joke 

on his part. He thought that there was 
more credit due to the Opposition for the 
passing of the Land Bill than there was 
to the Ministerial side of the House. He 
did not know what the Secretary for 
Lands thought about it; but he thought 
that that was more of a protectionist than 
a free-trade measure, and there could not 
be the slightest doubt that there were on 
the Opposition side of the House more 
members who were experts in regard to 
land matters than there were on the 
Ministerial side. He very much doubted 
whether the House had done right in put­
ting out the late Dibbs Government. The 
two parties were so nearly balanced at 
that time that circulars were sent out by 
the then Opposition to ascertain the views 
of hon. members. He got one asking him 
his opinion-not that they cared a rap 
about Lis opinion; but to bind him to 
whatever opinion he expressed, and he ex­
pressed the opinion that it was their duty 
to put out the Government at all hazards. 
The Opposition were in the same position 
now that the present ministerialists were 
in then, or in a rather better position. 
They bad the confidence of the country, 
and he did not see any objection to their 
occupying the Treasury benches. He did 
not believe that the majority of bon. 
members would vote to do Mr. Davies 
out of his salary. Whether this question 
was shel vcd or not, some other question 
would come up and be dealt with as a 
party question. There was one reason 
why he fought tooth and nail to put 'in 
the free-trade party at the commencement 
of the session, and that was that the party 
in power had enormous influence in regu­
lating the elections. He thought that 
under the circumstances we ought to ob­
tain a promise from the leader of the Op­
position that in case of his coming into 
power, he would either consult with the 
Opposition as to how the elections should 

[ J.h. Turner. 

be conducted, or it should be arranged 
that all the elections should be taken on 
one day, as they were in Victoria. It 
was said that if the Government pushed 
the matter to a division, they would be 
defeated. They had better make a virtue 
.of necessity, and do as he said. 

l\'Ir. REID: Let us have the defeat at 
once! 

Mr. TURNER said he knew that some 
of the most upright Government sup­
porters had expressed their intention of 
voting against the item. 

Mr. SEAVER said he would very much 
rather not have spoken on this subject; 
but he was reluctantly obliged to do so 
after the remarks he had heard from some 
bon. members. It had been pointed out 
by some members of the Opposition that 
-the way hon. members voted would be of 
some importance at the next election, that 
their constituents would consider how they 
voted on this matter. He did not know 
how other members considered they ought 
to act; but he came into the House to 
carry out the principles that he considered 
right, without any regard to his constitu­
ency or the country. If any man, in his 
opinion, was going to suffer an injustice, 
no matter if . the whole country were 
against him, he would act in the way that 
he considered right. . He was not going 
.to vote for the amendment,, because in 
doing so be would be condemning Mr. 
Davies, and he considered that the evi­
dence against that gentleman had not been 
such as to prove him guilty of the offence 
with which he was charged. Mr. Davies 
had cleared himself in the law courts. He 
had never been proved guilty in any of the 
proceedings which were taken against him, 
and he would not assist in his condemna­
tion, and ruin his reputation for the rest 
of his life. There had been too much 
running after evidence throughout the 
whole debate. If members had one case 
which they could prove against Mr. Davies, 
why did they not stick to that~ Why 
should they go through the whole of a 
man's career, and bring up case after case 
in which the man had not been proved 
guilty 1 Even if he had any suspicions 
in his mind, he considered that he would 
not be acting the part of a man if he 
allowed those suspicions to influence him 
when there was no evidence to support 
them. He deeply deplored what had taken 
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place during a great part of this debate. 
There bad been what was designated last 
night as a washing of dirty linen. What 
occurred in t~e Assembly last night was a 
disgrace to Parliament. 

The CHAIR~IAN: The bon. member is 
not in order in using that expression. 

Mr. SEAVER would withdraw it. He 
thought, looking at the whole debate, that 
the gentle_man whose name had been 
brought so prominently b~fore the Com­
mittee was to be commiserated. He 
thought that the sympathy of every manly 
man who was not influenced by prejudice, 
or who had not some self-interest over­
bearing all manly feelings, would be ex­
tended to that gentleman. It was no 
party question with him, and he appealed 
to bon. members who were in favour of 
the amendment to remember their manners 
and their British blood, and not to allow 
a party question to influence them and 
cause them to ruin a man's reputation. 
They could never undo what they would 
do by this vote. If it went against Mr. 
Davies, bon. members might gratify party 
spirit for the time-being ; but the time 
would come when all their gain would be 
swept away, and this unfortunate man's 
reputation would remain stained and 
ruined for ever. God forbid that he from 
any party or political motive should act 
in a matter which he considered un-British 
and unmanly. It had been shown that it 
had not been possible to prove that Mr. 
Davies was guilty when the charge we had 
heard about was made against him. 

Mr. CRICK : Has it been denied that he 
put those cheques into his own account~ 

Mr. SEA VERsaid that ineverycasethat 
had been brought against him, Mr. Davies 
had been found not guilty. 

nir. CRICK : The devil looks after his 
own! 

Mr. SEAVER : Then the bon. member 
is well taken care of. He might state 
·plainly that he considered that £1,100 
was too large a sum to pay for the ser­
vices of Mr. Davies and he would be pre­
pared to vote for an amendment reducing 
'it to a smaller amount; but he would 
'give a vote recognising Mr. Davies' ser­
.vices and clearing him of all suspicion of 
.guilt. To vote for the motion of the 
leader of the Opposition would be to blast 
1\fr., Pav'ies' reputation for .life, and he 
:w9.'!lld not give such a vote. 

Mr. GAR VAN was· not ·surprised that 
the Committee had not been asked by 
resolution to decide whether Mr. John 
Davies was guilty of all the crimes.which 
had been charged against him. That was 
not a matter for the Committee to decide 
upon. That there. were many charges 
against Mr. Davies, and that they had 
been repeated with a good deal of circum" 
stantial evidence before the Committee, 
there was no question. But the matter 
submitted to the Committee bore a much 
more business-like aspect than any of those 
charges. Mr. John Davies was selected 
by the Colonial Secretary to fill a very 
high and important position, and he must 
say that in view of the charges which 
we had heard of so frequently it was much 
to be regretted that a man around whose 
character such an aroma of ill-favour 
rested should have been chosen for such a 
responsible position. However, he was 
chosen, and it was no matter to him 
.whether he was guilty of even the very 
worst of the crimes imputed to him. That 
was not the matter now to be dealt >vith, 
even had Mr. Davies been proved guilty. 
Had he served a sentence in gaol, he yet 
might have been entitled to the money 
which the Committee were asked to vote. 
He was appointed to discharge very oner­
ous and responsible duties, and he had 
the control of an enormous amount of 
public funds-of no less ·a sum than 
£250,000. It would be well within the 
memory of every one that the adminis­
tration by Mr. John Davies of that large 
sum, perfectly distinct from any char-

. acter that attached to him before his 
claim for this am<?unt by which Parlia­
ment was asked to do him honor, had 
'been open to most adverse comment, not 
from the Opposition side of the House, but 
from ardent supporters of the present Go­
vernment. Was it not well known that 
statements were made about the misappli­
cation of public funds, that statements 
were made that Mr. Davies unduly fa­
VO'Qred influential men,. and that vast 
sums of money had been recklessly :tnd 
wantonly laid out for the improvement of 
private estates~ Was it not well known 
that when that had gone on for some 
months, Mr John Davies had an honor 
conferred upon him which he did not think 
redounded to the credit of the Government 
that c0nferred it, he being selected for 
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the high honor which he now enjoyed, of 
being a member of the Legislative Council~ 
Who made those charges against Mr. 
Davies of reckless, wanton, and unbusi­
ness-like dealing with the public funds7 If 
Mr. DaYies did not discharge his duties 
in a business-like way as well as in an 
honorable way, he was not entitled to a 
vote at the hands of Parliament. It 
would be rem em be red that at the begin­
ning of this year the Daily Telegraph, a 
supporter of the Government, ~tnd a power­
ful supporter of free-trade in this country, 
when charges were made against Mr. 
Davies which bore upon them the impress 
of improbability, sent one of its own staff 
to investigate the matter. He had that 
day looked at some of the articles which 
were published on the subject by the Daily 
Telegmph after that investigation was 
made. Let us see if in the opinion of the 
Daily Telegraph writers Mr. John Davies 
had so administered the public funds of 
the country that Parliamentshould step out 
of its way to do him honor. On the lst 
January there appeared in the Daily 
Telegraph an article headed "The Roads 
of Access Scandal." The art;icle sa iLl : 

vV e make no apology for describing the recent 
revelations as to the misapplication of public 
moneys to the construction of subdi,·isional 
roads through private estates as a political scan­
dal. vVe frankly admit that for some time we 
turned an incredulous ear to the accusations 
which Mr. Garvan and other oppositionists 
hurled against the use made by the Government, 
or by persons appointed by the Government, of 
the unemployed. 

He might say that he made no accusation 
against the Government until with his 
own eyes he had seen this wasteful ex­
penditure. He made his charges on no 
hearsay evidence ; but having heard the 
charges he went, at considerable incon­
venience to himself, and saw what was 
going on. The article continued : 

ViTe did not believe that any go,•ernment, 
whether constituted from this side of the House 
or that, could be so criminally neglectful or 
wantonly wasteful. It seemed too bad a thing 
to be true : that in a year when the Govei·ument 
was pledged to the utmost economy in public ex­
penditure an immense sum of money had been 
Rpent upon the improvement of certain favoured 
private properties.· It sounded like a wholesale 
charge of hypocrisy. But the e\•idence taken 
by the select committee has to be faced. And 
when it is faced there is no getting away from 
the broad conclusions \vhich are established by 
it. Under the mask of giving access to Crown 
lands public money has been misapplied. 

[Mr. (}arvan. 

Here the Daily Telegmplb gave the very 
pith of the matter, in these few words 
·'public money had heen misapplied." By 
whom 1 The Colonial Secretary had Ia,. 
boured to prove that he was morally not 
responsible for it;, that he knew nothing 
whatever of this expenditure, that he knew 
nothing whatever of this expenditure on 
tl1e Holt-Sutherland and Hornsby estates 
The hon. member's colleague, Mr. Burns, 
laboured considerably last night to show 
that he had no personal knowledge of that 
wasteful and extravagant expenditure in 
improving his private estate. "Who was 
responsible 1 One man, and one only, 
stood out charged with the responsibility 
for these acts, and that man was 1\'Ir. John 
Davies. If this extravagant expenditure 
was carried out by Mr. John Davies, had 
he earned the gratitude of Parliament, 
and should a sum of money be voted to 
him in view of the eddence which con­
victed him of wastefully using the public 
money to improve these private estates~ 
He would read <t little further. The ar­
ticle went on to say : 

·And from the responsibility for this misappli­
cation the Government cannot escape. 

He was not seekingto implicate the Govern­
ment, and the proceedings with reference 
to this item ought not to be of a party 
character. It was unquestionably one of 
the most sacred rights of Parliament that 
every bon. member should be allowed the 
fullest opportunity to criticise any item of 
expenditure. It was at variance with the 
very best instincts which should guide hon. 
members for a ministry to R.ttempt to 
.whip up their supporters and compel them 
to vote for an expenditure of public money 
when their own consciences told them that 
the money ought not to he voted. The 
article went on to say: 

And from the responsibility for this misap­
plication the Government cannot escape. It may 
be true that the progress report of the Opposi­
tion majority in the select committee was a 
biassed one. That is a fault which we have no 
desire to minimise. But we may point out that 
it did more damage to the Opposition than to the 
Government. It was, to take the party view of 
it, a blunder. Public attention was promptly 
fixed upon every exaggeration and every exaggera­
tion in an accusation involving the honor of public 
men is obviously a mistake. But when all the ex­
aggeration is liberally and generously allowed for, 
how much is left? And this progress report is 
not suspended in mid air. It rests upon a volume 
of evidence elicited from witnesses under oath. 
Let the progress rtJport, with all its alleged .bias, 
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be dismissed altogether. Let the Brunker para­
graph go with the rest. Let the e\'idence be 
taken without any of the comment with which 
it was bracketed when it was laid upon the 
table of the House, what do we get then? One 
of the most extraordinary stories ever incor­
porated in the political history of New South 
·wales. 
That was the language of this newspaper, 
the most powerful supporter of free-trade 
that there was in the colony, a paper 
which was conducted with an ability 
rarely excelled in the press in any part of 
the world. That paper had sustained the 
cause of free-trade against what he believed 
to be the will of the majority of the people. 
That paper gave its strong evidence, after 
having itself investigated this matter by 
its own officer, and after examining the 
evidence which had been given on oath. 
The article went on to say : 

Instalment after instalment of this evidence 
has appeared in our columns and appealed to 
the public judgment. It has been quite un­
necessary to analyse it; to point out inconsis­
tencies, contradictions, evasions, confessions ; 
to give the reader any assistance whatever. 'The 
commonest of conscience and the commonest of 
sense could not misinterpret the general drift of 
the evidence. That map, photographed from 
the official document, which appeared in our 
Saturday's issue, removed ·the last lingering 
doubt from unprejudiced minds. The doubts 
of prejudiced minds, if there are any, are not 
worth the labour of removal. By evidence taken · 
from many persons, only one of whom knew 
what others had said, the unprejudiced portion 
of the community has been conducted to a right 
conclusion. It is unnecessary to repeat here 
what that conclusion is. Everywhere one hears 
the same voice of indignant protest and con­
demnation. 
If an impartial witness was wanted on 
this matter, here was one. 

Mr. GARRETT rose to order. The bon. 
member was reading from a newspaper 
article instead of discussing the item be­
fore the Committee. Ron. members came 
here to express their own opinions, and 
the opinions of others had no right to 
swav the House at all, and least of all 
ne";spaper opinions. If it was a. matter 
of history the bon. member could read 
from books, and that was what every one 
would accept. The hon. member was try­
ing to impose upon the Committee the in­
dividual opinion of a person who wrote 
for a newspaper, because it was one man's 
opinion that was expressed, and nothing 
more, and the writer was not a recognised 
person whose tpinion should sway the 
House. All the parliamentary authori-

ties were dead against the course whicl; 
was being pursued by the hon. member. 
In the House of Commons it would not be 
allowed for a moment. lt was out of order 
to quote leading articles from a newspaper 
in a debate. The hon. member might 
make any incidental references to a news­
paper article, but he could not go on quot­
ing it and commenting upon it. To do 
that was highly unparliamentary. 

Mr. GARVAN did not think it was requi­
site for him to argue the matter. It was 
the common practice to make quotations 
from books and papers bearing on the 
subjects under debate. 

The CHAIRMAN : The hon. gentleman 
was not out of order. 

Mr. GARY AN said he was of opinion 
that every impartial mind that had given 
consideration to the subject must be in­
fluenced by the extracts which he had 
quoted. The honor of Parliament was at 
stake, and that was of vastly greater 
moment than an expenditure of £1,100. 
He cared not a snap of his finger for 
the money, but there was an exceedingly 
important principle involved in the pro­
posal to vole this money to Mr. John 
Davies. We knew from the very best 
evidence that there bad been a misuse of 
public money. vVe knew that that had 
been reported to Parliament, we knew 
that the suuject had received a public in­
vestigation, such as was rarely afforded in 
regard to any charge whether made in 
Parliament or out of it. In his evidence 
the Colonial Secretary denied he had had 
anything to do with the Holt-Sutherland 
or the Hornsby affair, and his denial went 
to show that the expenditure at those 
places was of so discreditable . a character 
that he was desirous of being relieved of 
any resposibility for it. Now, we had an 
impassioned speech from :M:r. Burns, in 
which he denie>d any knowledge of that 
expenditure until it was too late to deal 
with it. Those denials carried with them 
evidence as clear as it could possibly be 
that that work was of an unjustifiable 
character. \Vho was the author of that 
work 1 Who was guilty of that unjustifi­
able conduct1. According to the evidence of 
the Colonial Secretary and of Mr. Burns, 
they were not responsible ; buL Lhe man 
alone responsible for that ilJJproper expe>n­
ditnre was :M:r. John Davies, whom the 
House was asked- to-night. by a vote -of 
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Parliament to cover with honor for his 
actions. Did anything warrant any mem­
ber of the House in doing honor to that 
man by voting this money ~ Was it logi­
cal or wise to cover with the honor of a 
vote of public money, a man against whom 
the evidence was so conclusive1 He 
threw to the winds all statements with 
regard to Mr. John Davies before he took 
the position on the Casual Labour Board, 
and he was dealing with him solely in re· 
lation to his conduct on that board, and 
was relying on evidence that had either 
been adduced to the Committee, or which 
he would adduce, and which could not be 
put aside. The Daily Telegraph went on 
to say: 

Two things require to be attended to imme· 
diately : One is the necessity for the abolition 
of the Casual Labour Board as at present consti­
tuted. 
If things had been conducted in a proper 
manner, where would have been the neces­
sity for the abolition of the board 1 Was 
not that demand coming from a source 
friendly to the Government, a condemna­
tion of what we were asked to do to-night: 
There is not a shadow of a runt in the volume 
of evidence whlch touches the personal honesty 
of any member of the board. There is so far no 
reason for doubting that every shilling of the 
large expenditure will be duly accounted for. 
But the board has conducted its proceedings in 
a loose sort of way, and, in applying the labour 
of the people intrusted to its control, has acted 
with a foolishness for which there is no defence. 
Placed in a position in which there was really 
no difficulty in securing a public result for the 
expenditure of public money, the board has 
"grid-ironed" private estates with sub-divisional 
roads. 
There was only one man responsible for 
that, and that man was 1\ir. John Davies. 
Were we warranted in voting the public 
funds of this colony to do honor to a man 
who had been guilty of that conduct 1 By 
every obligation of conscience, by every 
obligation intrusted to us as custodians of 
the people's money, we were not warranted 
in doing him that honor. Let him recover 
the amount, if he could ; but not because 
Parliament was desirous of doing honor to 
a man who stood condemned by the very 
best evidence of improper conduct in the 
trusty position he occupied. A vote of 
Parliament for a sum of money carried 
with it something infinitely different from 
what would attach to a verdict in a court 
of law. If he recovered money there he 
would do so by virtue of his legal rights; 

[Mr. Garvan. 

but if we voted him money Parliament 
would confer an honor on him in full view 
of his conduct in the matter. 

Mr. FRANK SMITH': Do you justify the 
amendment 1 

1\ir. GARVAN would not vote any 
money at all. The Daily 'l'elegraph went 
on to say: 

Looking upon this simply as an error of policy, 
it is an error of such gigantic dimensions that the 
board has virtually petitioned for its own aboli­
tion. For the Government to continue the 
board in existence in the face of the revelations 
whlch have filled the whole colony with astonish­
ment would be to insult every elector who has 
any regard for the sanity and decency of public 
life. Above all, it is necessary that the Hon. 
John Davies, C.M.G., M.L.C., should be granted 
an everlasting holiday. We are not now ques· 
tioning the patriotism which inspires his laborious 
and gratuitous services as chairman of the Casual 
Labour Board. 

That was written at a time when it was 
supposed that those services were gratui­
tous, and it was a condemnation coming 
from a most friendly and powerful source, 
even when those services were supposed 
to be gratuit011s. . 

Mr. PAUL : The Premier denied that 
twice, I think, in answer to questions ! 

Mr. GARVAN: I was in Parliament 
the whole time, and it was left a moot 
point whether any compensation was to be 
given him. There was no denial that he 
was to be paid. 

:&ir. PAUL: Mr. Davies in his evidence 
says, emphatically, he was to be paid! · 

Mr. CRICK : His own evidence 1 
Mr. PAUL: Yes! 
Mr. CRICK : We can't believe that, you 

know! 
Mr.GARVAN: 

We do not forget that ills life has been one long 
sacrifice for the public welfare. We are not un­
aware that he is still holding on to the country, 
even though the country has refused to hold on 
to hlm. But money is money, and the misappli· 
cation of public money disclosed in the Hornsby 
and Holt-Sutherland cases is too big a blunder of 
policy to be spoken of slightingly, or treated in 
any but the most serious manner possible. 

If there had been a misapplication of pub­
lic money both at Hornsby and on the 
Holt-Sutherland Estate, one man, and one 
man only, was responsible for it ; and 
again he pointed out that that misapplica­
tion of public money was for the purpose 
of advancing the interests of owners of 
private estates, some of tbe most influen­
tial men in this city, and that after that 

... 
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misapplication of public funds had. been 
going on for seven, or eight, or nine. 
months, or perhaps more, John Davies 
was singled out for special honor by being 
made a member of.the. Upper House. In 
view of those circumstances, and the pro­
bable motives which influenced him in 
that improper and unwarrantable expendi-· 
ture; were we justified to-night in voting 
this sum of money 1 The evidence was 
conclusive that he improved the value of 
those private estates to the extent of 
thousands and thousands of pounds by 
that misapplication of public money. If 
they thought fit, let those private persons 
whose estates he improved with so large 
an expenditure of the public money, in 
the exercise of their generosity, in recog­
nition of the· monetary services rendered 
by him to them, pay out of their own 
pockets the sum of money now claimed by 
Mr. John Davies. The article in the Daily 
Telegraph went on to say : 
The other thing which should be attended to 
immediately is the necessity for continuing the 
inquiry into this private road business. We 
take it for granted that the Government sup­
porters who backed up the attempt to suppress 
the progress report had little idea of the evi­
dence behind it. They must be glad that the 
attempt was a ridiculous failure. 

Amongst those who tried to make it a 
ridiculous failure was the present Colonial 
Treasurer: 
They must understand how anxious certain gen­
tlemen were --

:M:r. BRUCE SM:ITH : An article from the 
Star I 

Mr. G.A.RVAN: No; an article from 
the Daily Telegraph. 

Mr. McMILLAN : I thought it was a 
sermon of the Salvation Army you were 
reading! 

Mr. GARVAN: If the utterances and 
principles of the Salvation Army were 
acted up to by him, I would not have one 
word to say ag::tinst him. · 

Mt·. WILLIS: Give the Salvation Army 
a rest! 

~fr. GARV AN: 
They must understand how anxious certain 

gentlemen were·to get· the session closed before 
these awkward disclosures could get a chance to 
shock the community. They must have made 
up their minds that they will see the matter 
through to the bitter or shameful end, unmindful 
ilf r.onsequences to this or that individual, in or 
out of public life. To hush the affair up at this 
~tag_e would be_ the biggest scandal of all. No, 

the inquiry should be continued with courage 
and intelligence until every atom of available 
eVidence has been got hold of. .And the session 
should be extended to whatever date will allow· 
the committee to complete its work and present 
its final report. If it should happen that any 
members of Parliament should have to be dealt 
with severely by their peers, they are entitled 
to have their fate decided before the prorogation. 
.And so much is also due to the country. 

He· commended to the Committee that 
evidence of the opinion of a great friend 
of the Government, not desirous of injur­
ing the Government, but who had often, 
by an ability and zeal on behalf of the 
party now in power, shown the most 
friendly interest and zeal on their behalf. 
That article was not written with animus 
against the Government ; but it was based 
on the best evidence that could be adduced 
-:the evidence submitted to the special 

·committee, and the information obtained 
by a member of the Daily Telegraph staff, 
specially authorised to inquire into the 
affair. In the Daily Telegraph of January 
4 there was another article bearing directly 
on this case, which excited so much interest 
at t.hat time. That article said : · · 

The beginning of the end of the Casual Labour 
Board,. and of all the interesting history con· 
nected therewith, has come. We publish this 
morning the fact that Sir Henry Parkes has 
issued orders which will finish up the " unem­
ployed" business by the lst of .April next. The 
significance of this determination must be ob· 
vious to every mind. It surely means that the 
Premier now fully realises how the public money 
has been misapplied in the cases of the Hornsby 
and Holt·Sut~erland Estates. 
That was all he ventured to put to the 
Committee-this man, charged with the 
responsibility of expending large sums of 
public money, misapplied the fund even 
in the$ opinion of his best friends at the 
time, and consequently we were not war­
ranted in voting money to do honor to him, 
and recompense him for services which 
were not of value, but of absolute injury 
to the country. 

That he should approve of the work recom­
mended and carried out by the Hon. John 
Davies, C. M.G., M.L.C., was not to be expected 
for a moment. It is true that the Casual Labour 
Board's recommendations had to secure Sir 
Henry's initials before they could take effect ; 
but it is in1possible to believe that he clearly 
understood what use was being made of the un­
employed. .A fifth-rate politician, much less a 
man of Sir Henry Parkes' repntntion, would not 
have knowingly sanctioned a large expenditure 
upon private properties under the mask of giving 
roads of access to Crown lands and a national 
pl_easure ground. 
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All along in this address he had, for the 
purpose of logically dealing with this case, 
excepted Sir Henry Parkes from any com­
plicity in this expenditure, and by reason 
of that exemption it was the more logical 
that this misapplication of funds was made 
by Mr. John Davies; and, in view of that 
fact, was the Committee warranted in 
voting a large sum of money, which carried 
with it a special honor~ 

Probably the Premier is willing to admit to­
clay that it was a very good thing for the country 
that the select committee's progress report saw 
the light before the Christmas holidays. The 
evidence has opened his eyes to realities. The 
pity is that they were not opened long before. 
His easy trust in other persons, and his neglect 
of· the duty of vigilance ~ave punished him 
severely. For he has yet to explain and defend 
as best he can his disapproval of the work done 
by the Casual Labour Board. It is something 
gained, however, to hear that the sorry business 
will soon come to an encl. 

vVas it possible that the present Govern­
ment saw, after all, in this misspending of 
public money by JHr. Jolm Davies, the 
one special work, political or otherwise, 
which was responsible for the positions 
they held here to-day. As a matter of 
fact, if Mr. J olm Davies had not im­
properly spent money in the improvement 
of private estates, hon. members now oc­
cupying the positions of ministers of the 
Crown in this House would not have oc­
cupied those positions. vVith the excep­
tion of Sir Henry Parkes ancll\:fr. Brunker, 
none of them could possibly have been in 
office now. Could it, by any possibility of 
reasoning be supposed that, because by his 
wrongful act they were brought into the 
position of responsible ministers of the 
Crown, they were now repaying • him 1 
Could it be that, because that unfortunate 
dealing with the public funds had actually 
been the cause of making them ministers 
of the Crown, they were now showing 
their gratitude for his action 1 

Mr. BRUCE S)IITH : It must have taken 
the bon. member a long time to work that 
out. It is more difficult than the pons 
ctsinm·um I 

Mr. GARY AN said it was so difficult 
a problem to trace the motive that in­
fluenced the ministers to place this money 
on the estimates that he was trying to 
discover any possible reason for their. 
doing so. If the Secretary for Public 
Works occupied an independent position 
in the House he would be a stronger op-

[ Mr. Gm·van. 

ponent, and, perhaps, on much more ad-· 
verse grounds, to the voting of this money 
than he was. 

Mr. BRUCE SmTH: The hon. member 
will hear me by-and-by ! 

Mr. GARY AN: 
A map upon another page of this issue shows 

the·road-making, actual and intended, upon the 
Holt-Sutherland Estate. W c have already said 
that ninety,nine out of e\·ery hundred land com­
panies would not have hesitated to take advan­
tage of the opportunity which presented itself 
to the Holt-Sutherland Company. . 

People, generally, would not object to 
have a benefit conferred upon them by the 
expenditure of other people's money, and 
the Holt-Sutherland Company did not 
object. 

Providence, in the highly respectable shape of 
the Hon. John Davies, C.l\1.G., l\1.L.C., ap· 
pearecl in view, and the company took care that 
Providence was devoutly and frequently "mem­
orialised." That was all that happened. The 
conduct of the company was the conduct of 
average human nature. Mr. Davies wanted to 
find work for the unemployed, and the company 
rendered him 43 miles of help in his extreme 
difficulty. How ma-ny companies would have 
refused simibr assistance under similar circum­
stances? Mr. Murphy, the mana-ger of the 
Holt-Sutherland Estate, was frankness itself 
when under examination before the select com­
mittee. Asked by Mr. Copeland whether he 
knew the works which had been carried out on 
the estate by the unemployed under the control 
of the Casual Labour Board, he simply answered, 
"Yes." "Can you tell us/' Mr. Copeland went 
on, "who initiated the making of those roads?" 
"I think I did," was the reply. "By petition 
or how ?" "By memorial. "\Ve got a memorial 
signGcl hy a, large number of persons." These 
memorials we print on another page. and they 
are rather interesting documents. The first one 
dealt with the road from George's Ri \'er Ferry 
to the Nationa-l Park, and the memorialists 
urged that what they asked for would be a 
"great public convenience." Mr. Murphy, if we 
may presume that he was the author of the 
document, forgot to say whether or not the pro· 
posed work would improve the Holt-Sutherla-nd 
Estate. But the petition was " approved '? by 
"H.P." on the day after it was elated and 
signed. 

Hon. members would notice with what 
wonderful celerity the memorial from the 
Holt-Sutherland Company received the 
official sanction of the head of the Go­
vernment, showing that l\'Ir. John Davies 
certainly did not let the grass grow under 
his feet in obtaining . the highest official 
sanction for the expenditure of money for. 
the improvement of that private estate. 
Country constituencies frequently laboured 
under difficult~es in the way of bringing 
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the product of their labour to market on 
account of the roads being impassable, and 
how many times had hon. members repre­
senting such constituencies asked and 
petitioned for roads, by means of which 
their constituents could obtain access to 
market~ And they certainly did not re­
ceive from the Government so ready an 
assent as was given in the case of the Holt­
Sutherland Company. That indicated that 
Mr. John Davies showed wonderful in­
terest in getting official approval for the 
improvement of that large private estate. 
There was not much red-tapism about Mr. 
Davies. He got things through with splendid 
rapidity. The next memorial urged the Casual 
Labour Board to clear, stump, and form the 
Malvern and Sylvania roads as "additional 
highways to the park." Mr. Davies was in­
formed that the Governor, the trustees, and 
many other visitors, return to Sydney from the 
park this way. Within three days "H.P." 
" approved" this work, and the day after 
"J.D." ordered it to be "put in band at 
once." Evidently the Governor's convenience 
was not a thing to be trifled with. A month 
later 1\Ir. iiinrphy was busy again. This 
memorial began by telling Mr. Davies that 
" the plan adopted by your board, of employing 
the surplus labour in opening up new roads and 
thus making useful and permanent improve­
ments, is regarded by the public with general 
satisfaction and appro,•al." We need not p:mse 
to ask how much the satisfied and ap­
proving public knew about these Holt-Suther­
land roads at that time. The memorialists on 
this occasion wanted six roads to be " cleared 
and stumped to their full width and properly 
formed, with water tables, &c., fit for vehicular 
traffic." ''These are all public roads which will 
lead to the park," Mr. bavies was told; but 
once more iiir. Murphy was modestly silent 
about the bearing of all this proposed expendi· 
ture upon the Holt-Sutherland Estate. On the 
same day the indefatigable 1\Ir. Murphy had 
another memorial sent in, which suggested the 
further imJ)rovement of the road from George's 
River ferry to the N a tiona! Park. All " ap­
proved " by ''H. P." a week afterwards. Pass­
ing O\•er some minor communications, we come 
to a memoriaL· dated May 10 last, in which Mr. 
Murphy, by that time ·emboldened by practice, 
and more desirous than ever to help Mr. Davies 
in his arduous task of finding work for the un­
employed, requested that twenty-two roads 
which were enumerated might be cleared, 
stumped, and gravelled where necessary. Mr. 
Davies was told that all these roads were to be 
found in the county of Cumberland ; but it was 
not thought necessary to make any mention of 
the Holt-Sutherland Estate. However, "J.D." 
" recommended " them to the Colonial Secre­
tary, and they were promptly "approve(l" by 
"H.P." Let no citizen doubt the puLlic utility 
of making all these roarlR. Let no taxpayer 
grudge the few shillings which Mr. Davies has 
expended on his behalf in the county of Cum· 
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berland. "\Ve all have the assurance of the 
memorialists that this road-making can be justi­
fied on the broadest grounds. We have also 
some hearty approval of what has been clone 
from the pen of Mr. Superintendent Burrowes. 
For instance, that gentleman tells us that the 
Coronulla Road leads directly to a large Govern­
ment reserve at the northern entrance to Port 
Hacking, ~vhich is req~ti1·edjor j01·tijication plw­

·poses. Mr. Burrowes is responsible for the 
italics. Some of our readers, in view of all the 
many f:tcts and a few fictions revealed by the 
select committee's inquiry, may re_gret that the 
intending abolition of the Casual Labour Board 
will prevent the completion of the extensive 
programme of improvements petitioned for by 
Mr. Murphy's friends. A scheme of roads, so 
magnificently designed, and so patriotically in­
tended, almost deserved to be carried on t to the 
last culvert. Still, it is possible that the coun­
try's profoundest wish just now is that the se­
lect committee will go on with its investigations 
till the light of clay shines upon every line in 
the· extraordinary history of the Casual Labour 
Board. 
He would not make any further reference 
to the opinions expressed by that paper. 
He could of course have quoted from 
papers adverse to the Government, which 
might naturally be supposed to be biassed 
against the conduct of J'l'fr. Davies, or pos­
sibly against the Go\·ernment. But he 
had chosen for reference that paper which, 
above all others, was a strong, powerful, con­
sistent supporter of the Government, and 
which would not h11ve said a word in oppo­
sition to them except from a high sense of 
duty. The Committee would be doing an 
injustice to every principle of government 
and to Parliament itself if it now singled 
out fot· approval and special commenda­
tion the man who was responsible for 
that wasteful, and improper, and extrava­
gant expenditure of public funds. Our 
duty was clear. Our duty was to leave 
that man to make his demand in a court 
of justice. If he were entitled to pay­
ment let him win it by virtue of his 
legal right to recover. But do not let this 
House, which was the greatest institu­
tion in the country, be, under the guise 
of voting money to Mr. Davies, dragged 
in for the purpose of clothing him in a 
new charactet·. It was not the fit and 
proper function of the House to do so, and 
with whatever influence he possessed he 
urged that the voting of this money was 
not within the province of t.he Commit­
tee-that it would be unwise 011 every 
ground on which it should he considered. 
He had pointed out how, after a career of 
some months in spending the public funds 

.! 
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to. improve the private estates of men of 
great political and social influence, a re­
cognition of the service he had so rendered 
was made manifest by an outrage on this 
country-by his elevation to the Council ; 
and who did not remember that, at the 
beginning of this year, by every one who 
investigated the affair, and went and ex­
amined the places, universal condemnation 
was meted out to him who was the author 
of it~ One man only was responsible for 
it, and it was the clear duty of Parliament 
that we should not single him out for 
honor for conduct that was deserving not 
of honor, but of the censure of Parliament. 

Mr. REID said it would have been 
very well for the reputation of this country 
if all the speeches made on this item had 
been something like the speech of his hon. 
friend, the bon. member for Eden, Mr. 
Garvan, who had delivered a strong speech 
against the vote in a manner which no 
one could criticise. It was infinitely 
better to do anything than indulge in at­
tacks upon the character of any man. 
When it became a duty to do so, it was a 
most painful duty to any man of proper 
feeling, and one of the worst features of 
this debate had been the relish with which 
attempts had been made to rob individuals 
of whatever character they possessed. Of 
course, outside the House there was a 
remedy for such attacks; but inside the 
House there was no remedy for them, and 
no doubt that accounted for the luxuri­
ance of them. There was no doubt that 
the gentleman the subject of debate on 
this vote did occupy a position in this 
country in which he was remarkably 
singular. There was no doubt there was 
a very large number of individuals in this 
country of high respectability who would 
indorse the strongest want of confidence in 
Mr. John Davies' reputation, and in his 
fitness to fill any office of trust or respon­
sibility, either in the public service or out 
of it. On the other hand, we must not 
forget that there was a very large number 
of individuals, also of the highest respecta­
bility, who looked upon him as an honor­
able and maligned individual-men of the 
highest reputation, both in politics and in 
private life. If he betrayed his own 
opinion on the subject, he must say that 
he·had never been one of those who ad­
mired that gentleman-never one of those 
able toworkwithhim. It had often been his 
~~~,· [ M1·. Garvan. 

duty to speak in strong terms against him. 
If he could attribute Mr. Davies' present 
position in the estimation of a large num­
ber of respectable people to anything at 
all, he should attribute it to the utterly 
unfair, malicious, and cowardly manner in 
which his character had been attacked on 
so many occasions. No matter what a 
person's opinion of a man might be, the 
moment attacks were made, which, if 
.proved, would blast his reputation and 
send him to moral perdition, one naturally 
felt an instinct which prompted him to 
require most absolute proof of the charges 
made. If it were found that such charges 
were not proved, then, by a further process 
of mind, which ought not to be a mysterious 
one, persons instinctively turned round to 
defend him. It was now too late in the 
day for hon.' members to denounce the. 
appointment of Mr. Davies as a scandal. 
Two or three years ago, when the appoint­
ment was made, was the time to denounce 
the scandal, if scandal it could be termed. 
He was bound to say that the conduct 
of the Government which appointed Mr. 
Davies was fairly open to strong criticism. 
The time for criticism, however, had passed. 
Mr. Davies had been allowed to take up 
his appointment without ll.ny attempt on 
the part of hon. members to deprive him 
of the position. Whilst this position was 
being occupied a question arose as to the 
manner in which Mr. Davies was carrying 
out his duties, and the then head of the 
Government appointed a commission to 
investigate the matter. Mr. Cape was 
appointed president of the commission, and 
any attempt to throw the slightest sus­
picion upon that gentleman's ability and 
impartiality must signally fail. l\Ir. Cape 
was known as one of the most honorable, 
upright, and conscientious men in New 
South Wales. He was not aware that 
Mr. Cape had had much experience as a 
member of royal commissions ; but he 
was perfectly certain that he would do 
his work thoroughly and conscientiously. 
Certain transactions were brought to light 
during the inquiry with reference to the 
handling of money which Mr. Davies had 
received in his capacity as chairman of 
the board. This was urged as the chief 
charge against l\ir. Davies, and perhaps it 
was the chief reason why it was alleged 
he should not receive compensation for his 
services, namely, that he was guilty of 
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. what might be termed fraudulent c.onduct 

. with reference to these sums of money. 
That :Mr. Davies was guilty of gross ir­
regularity with respect to these sums of 
money, his best friends will admit. The 
Colonial Secretary himself would admit 
it. In •common fairness, however, a very 
sharp line must be drawn between careless 
igno~·ance and imprudent acts, and th'Ose 
acts which came under the denomination 
of crime. Any one who supposed that 
:Mr. Davies was guilty of criminal conduct 
·in the position which he held was perfectly 
justified in opposing the item under dis­
cussion. Ron. members ought not to 
arrogate to themselves the supreme power 
of determining on a man's reputation. It 
was possible ·that there were men who 
happened to differ from those who took 
a ce:r:tain view of Mr. Davies' conduct. 
There was nothing to be offended at, and 
nothing to denounce and stonewall, if 
some 'hon. members could conscientiously 
and honestly consider that the conduct of 
:Mr. Davies was not criminal. It seemed, 
however, that threats had been used to 
tke effect that if a majority of members 
of the Committee did no't take the view 
that Mr. Davies was. a criminal, extreme 
measures would be taken to enforce this 
criminality upon him. It would be a most 
singular matter, in the history of this 
country, if a number of gentlemen, be­
lie,:jng 1\'[r. Davies. to be guilty of this 
crime, should feel compelled, because they 
found a large number of bon. members 
believing the opposite, to resort to tactics 
which could only mean one thing, and 
that was a determination to hound down 
this unfortunate man, and to proclaim to 
the world that we had scoundrels of this 
stamp in the public life of the country. 
Supposing Mr. John Davies, instead of 
being Mr. John Davies, had been 1\'Ir. J obn 
Somebodyelse, who had happened to be ap­
pointed by the leader of the Opposition to 
the position which Mr. Davies occupied, 
and supposing that Mr. Davies happened to 
be of the same political party as the leader 
of the Opposition, and was a loyal follower 
of the principle of protection --

Mr. DIBBS : So he is ! 
1\'Ir. REID observed that if it were so 

Mr. Do.vies did not appear to have e~o~.rned 
much gratitude from the Opposition side 
of the House. Had Mr. Davies been a 
nominee of the Dibbs Government, and 

had·he been·amember·of the Dibbsparty, 
that party would not have hounded him 
down as it had been doing. Ron. mem­
bers had heard a judge say he would stand 
by a brother judge. In all circles, and in 
all parties, there was what was almost ·a 
pardonable leaning towards a friend, and 
towards a man who worked with others in 
those circles and parties. Such a feeling 
·often sprang out of the supreme principle 
of declining to believe a man guilty un:; 
til his guiit had been absolutely proved. 
Many of the remarks which had been 
.made by hon. members showed that they 
were sometimes carried away, by the ·exi­
.gencies of political warfare, to strike at 
men whom they would not strike at if, 
instead of being opponents, they were 
friends. In common fairness to Mr. Davies, 
in regard to whom he desired to offer no 
word of praise, it ought to be remembered 
that the question as to his guilt or other­
wise had formed the subject for a pro­
tracted investigation in a court of justice .. 
The prosecution was conducted by an able 
and learned counsel, who made every .effort 
to convince the presiding magistrate, not 
that Mr. Davies had been guilty of a crime, 
but that a p1·ima facie case had been made 
out. ·non. members knew that all that 
was necessary to be shown in the first in" 
stance was, that there was sufficient in the 
evidence adduced to enable the magistrate 
to decide whether he should send the case 
on for further investigation. If anything 
like even a superficial case o~ probable 
guilt were made out, it would be the duty 
of the magistrate to send the matter to a 
higher tribunal. 1\'Ir. Fisher, the magis­
trate, however, who was a most capable 
man, arrived at a conclusion favourable to 
Mr. Davies. It ha~ been alleged that the 
magistrate's . decision was entirely on a. 
technical point, and that he had not de­
cided on the moral culpability or responsi­
bility of Mr. Davies at all. It was very 
wrong that such statements as this should 
be so recklessly made, and, as they' had 

·been made, he would read to the Commit., 
tee the words which the magis~rate used 
in deciding the case, and which were to be 
found in the Sydney Morning Herald .of 
the 4th July last. Mr. Fisher said : 

Of course the defendant was chairman of .this 
Casual Labour Board, and I see by the evidence 
that while he held office the su!n of £250,000 
went through his hands. I ha.,·e nothing ~o do 
with that. The real charge against him is that 
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of embezzling and fraudulently appropriating 
certain cheques, which were paid to him for the. 
cutting of a quantity of firewood at the National 
Park. These three cheques were paid into his 
own account at the bank. The defendant's 
statement is that although he did this, he still 
paid moneys equal in amount into the safe which 
he kept in his office. There is no doubt that 
one witness for the prosecution, the assistant 
paymaster of the Casual Labour Board, who had 
a duplicate key of the defendant's safe, counted 
the money on three different occasions. On each 
occasion he seems to have found £100, or a sum 
equal to or more than the sums which should 
have been there. It appears to me, t.aking the 
whole matter into consideration, that I am 
bound to say that no 1n·ima facie case has been 
made out. 

Could there possibly be any man who was 
so degraded that he must feel that he 
ought to possess a fiendish desire to fasten 
guilt on a man ··against whom the judge, 
who was above all feeling and prejudice, 
and who had listened, not to the wild 
statements of individuals protected, per­
haps,, by privilege, but to the sworn testi­
mony of witnesses on oath, and who had 
stated that no prima facie case had been 
made out 1 It did not appear from the 
judgment of Mr. Fisher that the decision 
had been given on any technicality or 
point of law. Having heard the sworn 
evidence, Mr. Fisher was of opinion that 
there was no prima facie case, and that 
meant that there was no case at all. 

Mr. CRICK : Mind you don't burst a 
blood-vessel! 

Mr. REID would rather burst a blood­
vessel in doing justice to a man than in 
trying to ruin him. Mr. Davies was not 
his friend. He was a man against whom 
he had always fought, and a man with 
whom he had never worked. It was, 
however, one of the privileges of a mem­
ber of Parliament to endea1·our to do jus­
tice to any man who was unjustly attacked. 
Perhaps Mr. Davies was the last man in 
the world of whom he would desire to 
speak in this manner; but he was bound 
to rest his opinion of the transaction upon 

. the statement of the magistrate rather 
than upon the statement of any member 
of the House. 1\ir. Fisher added : 
· It may be that there was a want of proper 

knowledge in dealing with Government moneys; 
but I .certainly do not think there is any case 
of embezzlement. I shall, therefore, discharge 
the defendant. 

"Was not this an absolute acquittal1 
.Mr. CmcK: No! 

[Mr. R~id. 

Mr. REID said that bad not the de­
cision of the magistrate amounted to an 
absolute acquittal, it would have been his 
duty to have sent the case to a higher 
tribunal. There were methods by which 
some unfortunate individuals could be 
tried·a hundred times over; but that was 
unusual, and however much 1\ir. Davies 
might be disliked, he would be no party to 
such an action in his case. Another axoim 
of common fairness was thai in. dealing 
with a man for oue offence, it was· not 
usual to rake up all that had occurred 
during his lifetime to secure a conviction. 
What, in the name of common-sense, had 
matters which had occurred years ago to 
do with the charge of misappropriating 
three cheques 1 This was the only subject 
the Committee had to deal with in refer­
ence to the vote under consideration. Mr. 
Davies' fitness for the position he had held 
was another matter. His own opinion 
was that Mr. Davies was not a fit man for 
that position. If, when the appointment 
was made, a very vigorous censure was 
moved upon it, there would have been 
every possible justification for that action. 
It was unfair to allow a man to take up 
a position without censure, to allow· him 
to travel week after week on the public 
service, and subsequently, when it was 
thought that he was not the proper man 
for the appointment, to endeavour to de­
prive him of the remuneration to which 
he was entitled. All the Committee had 
now to do 'vas to decide whether, having 
accepted the'appointment, Mr. Davies was 
entitled to be paid the amount of money 
which had been placed on the estimates. 
He admitted that this was a debatable 
question. He admitted that there were 
irregularities in the conduct of Mr. Davies 
which did not entitle him to be paid the 
amount the Government proposed to pay 
him. This amount was equal to 5 guineas 
a day. He would not propose to pay lVlr. 
Davies as much as he would pay a man 
who did his work thoroughly and effi- . 
ciently. He would, however, be prepared 
to go with any hon. member in reducing 
the vote by a considerable amount. 

Mr. CHICK : "Why not move it yoursel£1 
Mr. REID would do so. If he obtained 

the opportunity he would move that the 
vote be reduced by the sum of £6G2 lOs. 
The allowance of 5 guineas a day was one 
which he would only gh·e to a man who 
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had done l1is work in a first-class, efficient 
manner. He did not consider Mr. Davies 
had done his work in this manner, although 
he certainly thought he was entitl<':d to 
some compensation. A matter which he 
regretted having been introduced into the 
discussion ·~tas the attack which bad been 
made on the head of the Government in 
reference to :1\lr. Davies' appointment.. It 
was the grossest injustice to endeavour to 
blacken the character of the Minister who 
appointed 1\fr. Davies, even were it true 
that that gentleman had actually done 
something which was fraudulent in regard 
to the cheques which bad been alluded to. 
The Premier could not possibly have n.nti­
cipated what had taken place. 

Mr. CRICK: The Premier knew what 
was going on ! 

Mr. REID said that if there were any 
charge at all-a charge which was not in­
tended to be a mere shot from behind the 
hedge-t-o be made against a minister, in 
the name of this unfortunate country, 
which had so much mud flung at its 
ministers, at its public servants, and those 
who were supposed to embody the honor 
of the people, let it be brought forward in 
a manner befitting the gravity of the occa­
sion. If any man believed that the Colo­
nial Secretary, or any other minister, had 
been guilty of dishonest conduct, and if 
that man remained silent month after 
month, until some trifling vote came up 
in connection with the estimates, his con­
duct, to say the least of it, was not parlia­
mentary. This, surely, was a mild enough 
expression. He did not wish to imitate 
the strong language which had been used 
during the discussion. It was a thousand 
pities that hon. members should have been 
compelled to listen to the strong language 
which had been used in the Chamber. 
Such language degraded both the country 
and its people. People in other countries 
judged of us by the conduct of our repre­
sentatives, and when they found foul in­
sinuations bandied about,- as they had 
been, their opinion must be that the people 
of New South Wales were a lot of black­
.guards. There was more blackguardism 
.in a certain place than there was in any 
other place in the country. There was 
.more . unfairness, more reckless ·and utter 
disregard of the common decencies of fair 
play in political circles in New. ·south 
Wales than there was in the lowest circles 

of the country. The House had reached a 
depth which made it no pleasure to sit in 
it, and which maJe the position of a repre­
Sflntatil·e of the people not a privilege, not 
a dignity, but a trying duty. People came 
into the House shrinking from it, not 
knowing when some blackguardly charge 
npon one man's character or another might 
be made. l\Iembers did not come to Par­
liament, it seemed, to do public business ; 
they came to hear infamous charges ban­
died about from one side of the House tv 
the other. 

lVIr. DIBBS : Is that why the hon. mem­
ber has stayed away so much~ 

Mr. REID said that the manner in 
which these charges were bandied about 
certainly did not encourage members to 
attend. There might be . some persons 
who liked that kind of thing, and who 
revelled in it; but he, for one, had not 
yet been educated up to it. He had been 
in the. House for eight years. There had 
been scenes, in bygone times, which were 
rather rough ; but he honestly believed 
that Parliament had never reached such a 
pitch of const:mtly attacking and of im­
puting personal dishonor as it had reached 
on the present occasion. 

Mr. DrBBS: The hon. member is only 
here when a storm is on. He is a stormy 
petrel! 

Mr. CRICK: He is only here when he 
is sent for! 

:Mt·. REID remarked that he was never 
sent for. He left that to his expectant 
friends opposite. They had been waiting 
for a considE>rable period to be sent for. 
Looking back at the parliamentary history 
of the colony, he felt that, whatever the 
political ambitions, creeds, desires, or con­
victions of bon. members might be, they 
ought to endeavour to conduct the busi­
ness of the people without these constant 
imputations of guilt and crime. If there 
was any definite charge of any kind to be­
made against a minister, it was the duty· 
of the man who was in a position to prove· 
it to make it. It was his duty to take 
such a course that his conduct would be 
brought before the House in an effective 
manner, so that if there was guilt, there 
might be punishment. The hon. member 
indulged in a trade which tended to make 
the office of minister of the Crown only 
open to men who were so blunt in their 
moral ·sensibilities that th_ey would eat 

'i 
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dirt in enjoyment. There were some, no 
doubt, who could only rise by removing 
men of a superior stamp. There were 
some who could only rise to high positions 
in the country when they had driven 
everydecent man out of Parliament, and 
out of office. But he hoped that we 
should never have such men in the House. 
The effect of this style of political warfare 
was to drive every man out of these high 
positions who did not relish it. It was 
not fair to the man who was elected, it 
was not fair to the House, and it was not 
fair to the country; and the general effect 
was that while we enjoyed what were 
called storms and excitement, the character 
of the people of the country was being 
steadily damaged all over the colonies, in 
fact in every part of the world. 

Mr. DIBBS : Would the hon. and learned 
member cloak up everything wrong~ 

Mr. REID : If a minister had com­
mitted a crime, let him be brought before 
the tribunal of this House, and let the 
charge be made when it was found out ; 
but do not let hon. members lie by and 
keep quiet for one year, two years, or three 
years, until some particular item came up, 
when they could have a double-barrelled 
shot at him. Let the hon. member not 
wait for that opportunity. Let him make 
the charge as a man ought to do-openly 
before the House. If that course were 
adopted, we should not have so many re­
tractations of charges that had been made ; 
we should not have so many royal com­
missions appointed to investigate whole­
sale charges of bribery against the whole 
of the House-because the charges touched 
every one in the House ; it was not a mat­
of party. When we heard it charged 
against the House that certain tramways 
were being pitchforked through the House, 
because practically the whole of the House 
had been bought over, when such charges 
were made recklessly and without proof, 
we had royal commissions, we had charges 
against members of Parliament, we had 
state documents, and all the odium and 
disgrace of such inquiries affected the par­
liamentary institutions and public life of 
the country. And all for what 1 Why, 
to discover that there was a series of 
mares' nests. Some people might riot in 
that sort of thing, some people might get 
on by such tactics, some people might like 
those things ; but it was a disgraceful 
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way of conducting political warfare. It 
was not fair fighting. It would not be 
fair fighting to any new ministry which 
came in. 

Mr. DmBs : Did not the hon. member 
refuse supply to a new government~ 

Mr. REID said he was not here at the 
time. 

Mr. DmBs: Did not the hon. member 
move a vote of censure~ 

Mr. REID said he was in Victoria, 600 
miles away, where he got a telegram. 
Here was another charge of a reckless 
character. 
. Mr. DmBs : There is no charge about 
it. I only asked the hon. member whether 
he was here! 

Mr. McMILLAN : Perhaps I may be per­
mitted to say that the hon. and learned 
member was at Lorne at the time, and 
that I telegraphed to him. 

Mr. TooHEY : The hon. member did not 
telegraph to him to-night ! 

Mr. REID said that, so far as he knew, 
during the whole of this session he had 
never once been "sent for," a;; the sayir:.g 
was, certainly during the last month. 

Mr. BRUCE SMITH : If the hon. and 
learned member had not been here to-night 
that statement would have been persisted 
in all night! 

Mr. REID said he had no grievance 
whatever against the hon. member for 
The Murrumbidgee. He had fought the 
hon. member bitterly in politics. He 
would take this little assertion of the hon. 
member as an illustration. The hon. mem­
ber made a statement which was utterly 
inaccurate, and without the slightest 
foundation. Fortunately he was here, and 
it was put right, and his explanation was , 
accepted. It was a harmless statement ; 
but it was an illustration of the state­
ments that were made without the slight­
est foundation. 

Mr. DmBs : What can we expect from 
the hon. member 1 

Mr. REID ~ould expect the hon. mem­
ber not to make assertions of that sort 
without some foundation. He, to a very 
considerable extent, went with the Oppo­
sition in this matter. He was bound to 
admit that Mr. Davies had not done his 
duty in such a manner that he was entitled 
to a payment of £1,102; but at the same 
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time he was bound, in fairness to that 
gentleman, to say that there was no evi­
dence of any kind to convince him that 
he had been guilty of any criminal con­
duct. If Mr. Davies were guilty of such 
conduct he should not receive a penny of 
the money, any hon. member who held 
that belief was entitled to resist every 
penny. 

Mr. DIBBS : Is the hon. and learned 
member satisfied that there was no crim­
inal intent in the giving away of the three 
cheques 1 Let the hon. member .give me 
his own opinion as a man, for it will go a 
long way in helping me to form a judg­
ment. 

Mr. REID said that the question only 
showed how utterly false were the hon. 
member's ideas as to the most rudimentary 
principle of justice which was meted out 
to the most abandoned criminal that ever 
stood in the dock. The hon. member put 
the question in this way, "Are you satis­
fied that there was no criminality in his 
conduct 1" In other words, "He must 
prove his innocence before we can acquit 
him." 

Mr. DIBBS : That is not the question I 
asked! 

Mr. REID : Oh, no ! 
Mr. DIBBS : That is the way the hon. 

member puts it ! 
Mr. REID : The hon member requires 

me to be satisfied. 
Mr. BRUCE SMITH : He does not believe 

the hon. and learned member now! 
Mr. DIBBS : The Minister does not be­

lieve that himself. He is going to vote 
against his conscience in the matter ! 

Mr. REID said that when we came to 
a question of whether a man was going to 
vote against his conscience, we were get­
ting into a region of ethics in which it 
was difficult to follow the hon. member. 

Mr. CRICK : The Minister must do some­
thing for his £1,500 a year ! 

Mr. REID thought it was not necessary 
for the hon. member to make such a re­
mark. His experience was that if some 
gentlemen were in possession of £1,500 a 
year, there were other gentlemen anxious 
to get it, and, so far as his experience went, 
they worked much harder to get into 
dffi.ce than those who were there. He con­
sidered that there was a great deal in the 
observations of the police magistrate. 1\ir. 

Fisher pointed out that perhaps there was 
a want of proper knowledge in dealing 
with Government moneys. If this gentle­
man had been in an office, or in a public 
position, and accustomed to keep books, 
he admitted that the case would be very 
different. But here was a man who, he 
supposed, was not possessed of a very· 
high degree of education, who was notori­
ously not a business man, who had not 
kept books, who had never managed a 
public department ; and such a man might· 
well do things without any criminality, 
which, at the same time, were irregulari­
ties, and that was the view of the police 
magistrate. It was sufficient for him to 
take the opinion of the trained magistrate 
who had heard the sworn evidence. He 
thought he could say that he did not see 
in the facts of the case sufficient evidence 
to warrant a prosecution of Mr. Davies 
for this offence. He rested his opinion 
on the opinion of the magistrate. He 
would also say that if, instead of being 
Mr. John Davies, it had been Mr. John 
Brown, no human being in the world 
would have thought of hounding down 
the man after that verdict. 

Mr. TooHEY : The hon. member did not 
always say that 1 

Mr. REID had often spoken very 
strongly about Mr. Davies; but he was 
now speaking about this particular thing. 
And when we were trying a man for one 
thing we should not go back for ten years. 
Taking the whole of the case into con­
sideration, he was of the same opinion, if 
he might presume to say so, as the magis­
trate who tried the case-that there was 
no case made out on which to prosecute 
him. If Mr. Davies had been appointed' 
by the leader of the Opposition, if he had 
been a member of his hon. friend's politi­
cal party, and had fought side by side 
with him, that hon. member would have 
been the first man to stand up as a man 
to defend him. 

Mr. DIBBS : I hope to God that I shall 
never condone a felony ! 

Mr. REID: Who constituted the leadex 
of the Opposition a judge in this matter~ 
What was .it that qualified the hon. 
member to brand a man as a felon~ The 
hon. member. was not a judge, he was a 
partisan. 

Mr. DIBBS : What is the hon. member, 
pray, to the present Ministry~ 
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Mr. REID thought he was doing the 
fair thing-he was splitting the difference. 
In these matters when the strife was 
going on between two sets of politicians, 
one swearing white and the other black, 
the last man they could understand was 
the man who looked fairly at all the facts 
of the case, and would not "go the whole 
hog" one way or the other. They could 
not understand a man of that sort. 

Mr. TooHEY : They usually call a man 
of that sort a rail-sitter! 
. Mr. REID had not been much of that, 
because the bon. member had been in 
several paddocks. He thought it was 
rather too late in the day for the hon. 
member to say that of him. 

Mr .. TooHEY : The hon. member said it 
himself! 

Mr. REID said it was a strange thing 
that men who were engaged in the heat 
of political controversy with party inter­
ests at stake could not understand the 
position he took up. What did we find~ 
We found one hon. member of the House 
who said that Mr. Davies was everything 
which was good and right, though the 
Colonial Secretary had not said that, for 
he had admitted that Mr. Davies' conduct 
was reprehensible ; on the other side, we 
had an absolute demand that we should 
brand the man as a criminal ; and because 
he said be could not brand him as a crim­
inal, because the Ministry, after hearing 
the whole case, would not brand him as a 
criminal, because he saw, as the Ministry 
saw, forsooth, he was to be accused of sit­
ting on a rail. Because, also, while he 
could not fix this brand of criminality to 
:&fr. Davies, he considered that he did not 
do his work with that efficiency that en­
titled him to full payment, and he should 
be willing to give him half of it, then that 
was called sitting on a rail. Now we were. 
told-and it was a new doctrine-that the 
Government ought to have allowed Mr. 
Davies to sue for the amount in a court of 
law. He thought that Mr. Davies would 
probably get it there in much less time 
than it took to get it here, because . there 
was no stonewalling there. But was not 
that an extraordinary position to take 
up~ . 

Mr. URICK : It is the bon. member who 
is stonewalling now ! 

Mr. REID said, of course, it was al­
ways stonewalling when one said a fair 

[Mr. Reid. 

thing for a man. It was a case of let 
torrents of abuse flow hour after hour 
over the House and over the country; but 
when the other side was to be given­
when common decency and justice was to 
be done to a man-then it was. "sit down." 
vV ell, he declined to sit do~n. He had 
sat silent for he did not know how many 
hours in the debate. He had listened to 
all, or almost all, the speeches. 

Mr. CRICK : The hon. member has been 
here only two hours ! 

Mr. REID said the time bad come 
when those hon. members who did not 
take an extreme view on one side or the 
other, could stand up and endeavour to 
get the matter settled. vV ere we to go 
on fighting in this way~ He thought he 
had made a proposition which coutained· 
the germs of a settlement of the dispute. 
He thought he had rendered a distinct 
service to the House, because he supposed 
we did not want to stop here always. 

Mr. CRICK : I will go as far as the hon. 
member, and further ! 

Mr. REID hoped that the hon. gentle­
man, with all the conviction that he had 
that he was absolutely right, would allow 
other men, although they were wrong, to 
have a fair conviction. Let us have a 
division on the question. 

Mr. "'vVILLIS: Let us have it at once! 
nfr. REID supposed they were all here. 

It was not enough apparently that this 
attack should be made on 1\fr. Davies. 
He believed that if the vote had been put 
without a single word, those who wished 
to do Mr. Davies an injury would have 
had a ten times better chance of doing it 
than by the course they had taken. 

RoN. MEMBERS : Divide ! 
Mr. REID was going to say a word or 

two more before we divided. 
Mr. TooHEY : It is very suspicious ! 
Mr. REID said that the bon. member 

for Glen Innes, Mr. Hutchison, bad 
handed to him a memorandum in a very 
good hand, inquiring if he would ·answer 
a question. He .would just ask the bon. 
member to answer a question, as he was 
in possession of the floor. He would ask 
the bon. member this question : When an· 
item was before the House affecting l\'Ir. 
John Davies and his services, was it a 
fair thing to mix up wit.h that item the 
'party conduct of the head of the Govern-
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ment; did that action tend to bring about 
a straight out division on the subject 1 
Was there any attempt to get an honest 
expression of opinion when an attempt 
was made to shift the significance of this 
vote from Mr. Davies on to Sir Henry 
Parkes~ He was glad that the Govern­
ment had risen above the attempt which 
had been made. The Government had 

. said, through the Colonial Secretary, that 
they had no desire to exercise the slightest 
influence over the members of the Honse. 
But he had no hesitation in saying that 
the attack which had been made on the 
Qolonial Secretary had been made without 
a shadow of foundation, that after hours 
and hours of debate not a single tittle of 
evidence had been adduced in support of 
it, and that, putting Mr. Davies aside for 
a moment, the significance which had been 
placed on the vote had been such that he 
could not understand how any man who 
was not a virulent· determined party op­
ponent of the Colonial Secretary could give 
a vote for the amendment after the lan­
guage in which the hon. member for The 
Murrumbidgeecouchedhis speech. Thehon. 
member had chosen to confuse this issue 
by bringing into the debate another issue 
-an issue which, if there was anything in 
it at all, ought to have been submitted by 
means of a specific resolution. He. said 
that any man who, under those circum­
stances, would vote for the amendment, 
except he was a virulent opponent, would 
be doing the Colonial Secretary a gross in­
justice-would be acting almost treacher­
ously towards &n old public servant who 
happened to be at the head of the Govern­
ment. It was easy for men to come here 
and criticise why the hon. gentleman did 
not do this or that to some wretched road 
in one part of the country or other. But 
let us consider for a moment what the 
position of the Colonial Secretary was. As 
the head of the Government, the bon. gen­
tleman must maintain a supervision over 
all important affairs of government in the 
country : he had also a large department to 
superintend, and if he did his duties faith­
fully his time must be taxed to the utmost, 
not with trifles, not with minutes from the 
wretched Casual Labour Board, about a 
road here or there, for those were things 
which a minisLer in that position took 
without looking at-those were things to 
which thehon.gentlemanmightput "H. P." 

without a thought. On the strength of 
some wretched minute, signed in that way·, 
to attempt to impeach his honor, to brand 
him with some stain, was to make a charge 
which he had no hesitation in saying was 
odious, unfair, and contemptible, and the 
amendment under the cover which it was 
made was an amendment which should 
never be adopted by any man who desired 
to act fairly to any public man. 

HaN. ME)IBERS : Divide ! Question ! 
Mr. T. WALKER said it was all right 

for hon. members to call for a division. 
Mr. ABIGAIL : The bon. member wanted 

a division! 
Mr. T. WALKER said he did not call 

for a division; but he had been seeking 
both to-night and last night for an oppor­
tunity to reply to some statements that 
fell from the bon. member's lips. It was 
all right for bon. members to have their 
fling, not only at the leader of the Oppo­
sition, and members of the Opposition, 
but also at those who were not here to 
defend themselves. The bon. member 
might walk out of the Chamber as he 
pleased; but he would say that the hon. 
member made a deliberate accusation 
against a man who could not possibly de­
fend himself on the floor of the House ; 
and when he endeavoured to ·make 'a per­
sonal explanation, so as to defend that 
man as speedily as possible from any mis­
understanding in the public mind after 
reading his speech, he objected, as he 
wanted his statement to go forth without 
the correction. 

Mr. BRUCE SmTH : How does the bon. 
member propose that Mr. John Davies 
shall reply to these charges ~ 

Mr. T. WALKER said that John 
Davies had sufficient defenders in the 
House, and he was not wanting to pre­
vent any defence of that gentieman. He 
held that if there was a long acrimonious 
discussion on the subject it was the fault 
of those who brought down the estimate, 
and not of the Opposition. vV e had been 
accused by the hon. and learned member 
for East Sydney of having, as it were, 
sprung a mine after waiting for years ; 
that we had known that it was assumP.d 
that John Davies had been guilty of mis. 
conduct ; but that we had, as it were, a 
card up our sleeve waiting for the estimate 
to come clown and then like tigers in 
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:imbush to spring forth on him and mangle 
him ; but that was not the case. Not 
one word would have been said about 
John Davies or about his past career if it 
had not been proposed to pay him a sum 
of £1,10~. The Government themselves· 
had caused the discussion. Now, if they 
had thought that there was no ground for 
discussion they would not have consented 
the other night to postpone the item. 

Mr. PAUL: Long ago the hon. member, 
in reply to his own question, learnt that 
the Premier was going to pay the money !: 

Mr. T. WALKER said it was not the 
case, and it was verv doubtful whether the 
Committee, in the present state of things, 
could vote the money, for the hon. mem­
ber for Hartley only a short time ago 
moved a resolution to this effect, " That 
no money should be paid to Mr. John. 
Davies without the consent of the House," 
and that motion had not yet been re­
scinded. 

Mr. 0. 0. DANGAR : The question is, 
whether the money will be paid~ 

Mr. T. WALKER said the question 
was whether John Davies deserved the 
money. He was sorry to say that in the 
discussion of the item we had digressed 
considerably. He admitted that the ques­
tion was not what John Davies did 
twenty years ago or ten years ago, but 
what he had done as the chairman of the 
Casual Labour Board, and whether, as chair­
man of that body he deserved this money1 
If it could be shown that Mr. Davies had 
done · anything to earn this money by his 
services to the state-if it could be shown 
that he had not betrayed the trust reposed 
in him, bon. members ought not to scruple 
one moment about the payment of this 
money ; but there was evidence to· show 
that Mr. Davies had in no way earned it, 
and we should be recreant to our duties 
as guardians of the public funds if we paid 
the money. He hoped the Committee 
would not be led by the party speech of 
the hon. and learned member for East 
Sydney. This was no party question, al­
though there had been an endeavour to· 
whip up the Government supporters, and 
to make them believe that it was. An hon. 
member said to .him, "I at first thought 
I would vote against the item ; I did not 
think John Davies deserved it. I thought 
he had helped to spend too much public 
money for the benefit of private individuals 
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and influential friends without his getting 
paid for spending it." The bon. and 
learned member for East Sydney, with an 
almost effeminate suavity, for which he 
was renowned-and he regretted the bon. 
member did not dress in petticoats-re­
ferred to the leader of the Opposition as 
one who was conducting this fight for party 
and no other purposes, and implied that 
the hon. member would screen any officer 
in a department of which he had charge, 
even although that officer might be guilty 
of almost certain fraud, and that it would 
be laudable and praiseworthy on the part 
of the hon. member to do so. The hon. 
member led us to believe that such a course· 
would be one for praise rather than for 
censure, and that it was what most govern­
·mcnts did. That wa.R the worst condemna­
tion which could be uttered against the pre­
sent Government. It was saying, in effect, 
that the Government were not considering 
really whether Mr. Davies was guilty or 
not, but that this vote was proposed be­
cause Mr. Davies was a pet of ministers, a 
supporter of the Government, was hand in 
glove with Sir Henry Parkes, and belonged 
to a section who tyranno11sly persecuted, 
while they howled for freedom. The hon. 
member claimed that it was the privilege 
and right of the Government to screen this 
man, because he was one of their friends. 
Those who, in their inner consciences, in 
their heart of hearts, knew that J ohnDavies 
had been guilty of more than an indis­
cretion were willing to pay him this money 
in spite of his fault, no matter what 
might be the opinion of the magistrate, of 
the hon. and learned member for East 
Sydney, or the Secretary for Public Works, 
Mr. Bruce Smith. He ventured to say 
that if John Davies had been a bank teller, 
and had appropriated the money of the 
bank to the extent of £5, he would have 
found his way to Darlinghurst or Berrima; 
it was only because he was a member of the 
Upper House, because he had certain 
addenda to his name in the shape of 
capital letters, because he was a friend of 
Sir Henry Parkes, because he had the 
means of sheltering himself behind a tech­
nical point oflaw, making it appear that he 
was negligent and nothing else, that he had 
escaped a criminal conviction. I£ he had 
been guilty of such a fraud, and it had 
been brought home to him, would the Go­
vernment have attributed it to his lack of 
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education; would they have said that he 
had not been sufficiently educated to know 
the ins and outs of public business; would 
it be said that he had been only a little 
careless, and that he had forgotten what 
his duty was ~ No man would make him 
believe that forgetfulness was a valid 
excuse for a man on three occasions pay­
ing into his private account at a bank a 
cheque which he knew very well belonged 
to other persons. The Premier said that 
there was money which was not accounted 
for in the safe. This only showed how 
reckless had been the management of the 
whole business in connection with the 
Casual Labour Board. It had been con­
tended by some that Mr. Davies might 
have intended to redeem these cheques 
afterwards, and pay them back into the 
public account, but that would be no 
excuse in the case of a bank teller or a 
bank clerk who had appropriated £3 to-· 
day· in the hope of his being able to re­
fund it in a few days hence. Why were 
all these apologies made in the case of 
John Davies~ Poor persecuted individual! 
Poor injured creature! He had such a 
bad memory, and he had so much to at­
tend to, that the wonder was he did not 
appropriate more. The grand excuse for 
John Davies seemed to be that we had 
only found out a little about his mis­
doings. Some individuals seemed to im­
agine that, having so much money in his 
hands, he ought to have taken at least 
half of. it. But if he could be supposed 
to have a bad memory in regard to the 
cheques, could that be a valid excuse for 
the signing of false vouchers, and for the 
reception at his house of baskets full of 
plates, knives, and forks; which disap~ 
peared from the National Park, and which 
were never afterwards seen 1 Did he for~ 
get that these baskets did not belong to 
him when they found their way to Camp­
belltown~ What a forgetful man he must 
be ! It must be most convenient to have 
a bad memory of this description if one 
could' only convince people that it was 
genuinely bad. It was said that at the 
time John Davies was appointed to the 
Casual Labour Board the unemployed 
were being mo,intn.incd in a state of idle­
ness through the soup kitchens in. the city; 
and that hundreds of pounds were spent 
in that way, but that John Davies founded 
a camp at the National Park, and con-

ducted operations from that place. That 
was not correct. The men were sent to 
the National Park before the hon. member 
for St. Leonards, Sir Henry Pai:kes, came 
into office. The system had been virtually 
inaugurated under the Metropolitan Dis­
trict Surveyor before the matter was taken 
over by Mr. Davies. That officer had 
already been active in distributing the men 
and in employing them upon useful work, 
instead of upon work upon private estates. 
The men were being employed by him 
upon Government roads, and in making 
approaches to Crown land. The hon. mem­
ber for West Sydney, Mr. Abigail, who 
was about as full of abuse as a bad egg 
was full of stench, said that the men were 
earning 15s. a day. If the hon. member 
read the evidence he would see that the 
highest wages paid were 6s. a day, and 
that these were reduced by the Casual 
Labour Board to 3s. a day. According 
to the hon. member for West Sydney, Mr. 
Abigail, persons were brought from Vic­
toria, and all parts of the world, in order 
to earn 6s. a clay. He would tell the hon. 
member what happened. If a man said 
that he came from Victoria he was almost 
sure to get a job. The natives of this 
colony were tempted to proclaim them­
selves Victorians in order that they might 
obtain employment at the National Park. 
He· rose chiefly to repudiate the 'charge 
against Mr. Burrowes, that he had taken 
money, and that he had falsified vouchers 
for money passing through his hands. 
Ron. members would have seen a denial 
of this charge in the Sydney Morning 
Herald; but he would read some of the 
evidence upon which the hon. member for 
West Sydney, Mr. Abigail, was relying 
for his charge : 

Did you ever have any talk with him ?-I 
was up there about a couple of times and asked 
him whether that money had come up. He 
said, "No; Mr. Burrowes would see about it.". 

Did he ever say anything about your rations ? 
-No. 

Did you ever get anything from him ?-No. 
Did you ever give him any money ?-No. 
M1·. Walle?·.] What other money have you re. 

ceived besides that £1 15s. 3d. ?-There was 
something over £1. 

Did you recei."ve £1 6~. ?-Something to that 
effect; but whatever I got I turned in with the 
other tolls. 

Then you were engaged on the Roads Depart­
ment staff and not with the unemployed ?-I 
had nothing to do with the unemployed. 

i 
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How many punts were you connected with?­
I have been at Tom Ugly's once or twice, that 
is all. 

Do you know how much money was owed you 
by the Casi1al Labour Board ?-There was £2 
19s. and these couple of bills. I do not know 
of any more. 

"\Vho owed you that money ?-The carts were 
crossing while th.e unemployed were working. 
· :Who is the person you look to to pay you 
the money ?-I sent in my accounts to Mr. 
McLeod. 
· Did you ever lend :my money to Mr. Bur­
rowes?-No. 

Are you sure of that ?-Quite sure. 
. President.] Did you render any account of 
what was owing to the Roads and Bridges De­
partment ?-I told Mr. Dyson it was owing. 
· What did you tell Mr. Dyson was owing?-
This £2 19s. · · 

Have you paid him any of the money ?-I 
have paid him £2 of it. 

Then you owe the Roads and Bridges Depart­
ment 19s. ?-The Casual Labour Board owe me 
£2. 

Did you pay Mr. Burrowes any portion of the 
money you got ?-No. 

n'Ir. Burrowes had also sent to the Premier 
a paper, of which he !Jad a copy, and 
which was a complete refutation of the 
charges made against him. 

Mr. DIBBS said the Opposition were 
quite ready to take a vote on the amend­
ment without any further discussion. 
· Mr. PAUL said he very much wanted 
to say a, few words; but having regard 
to the fact that hon. members were anxious 
to vote, he would not take up the time of 
the Committee. 

1\'Ir. Dn~Bs : Besides, if the amendment 
is lost, the hon. member can speak on the 
main question! · 

Question-That the item be reduced by 
£1,100-put. The Committee divided: 

Ayes, 28; noes, 42; majority, 14. 

AYES. 

Abbott, "\V. E. 
Barbour, R. 
Barnes, J. F. 
Brown,-~· 
Cass, G. E. · 
Chanter, J. M. 
Copland, D. 
Crick, W. P. 
Cruickshank, G. A. 
Dawson, H. 
Dibbs; G. R. 
Dickens, E. B. L. 
Garvan·, J. P. 
Gormly, J. 
Howe, J.P. 

. [Mr. T. Walker. 

Hutchison (Glen Innes). 
Lyne, "\V. J. 
McFarlane, J. 
Nicoll, B. B. 
Schey, W. F; 
See, J. 
Toohey, J. M. 
Torpy, J. 
"\Valker, T. 
Wall, V\7• C. 
Wright, F. A. 

Tcller8, 
Stephen, Harold 
Willis, W. N. 

NoEs. 
Abbott, J oscph O'Connor, D. 
Abigail, F. Parkes, Sir Henry 
Brown, H. H. Paul, \V. H. 
Brimker, J. N. Plumb, J. 
Carruthers, J. H. Reid, G. H. 
Chapman, 111. Ritchie, R. A. 
Clubb, G. Roberts, C. J. 
Cooke, H. H. Scobie, H. 
Dale, D. Seaver, J. C. B. P. 
Dangar, 0. 0. Shepherd, ;r. 
Fuller, G. vV. Smith, Bruce 
Garrett, T. Smith, Frank J. 
Gould, A. J. Smith, S. 
Greene, G. H. Teece, "\V, 
Hawthorne; J. S. vVheeler, J. 
Haynes, J. vVilkinson, R. B . 
Hutchison (CanterbU?·y)Wilshire, J. T. 
Kidd, J. vVoodward, F. 
Lees, S. E. 
Martin, J. Telle1·s, 
McMillan, W. McCourt, vV. 
:Mitchell, J. Turner, E. "\V. 

Question so resolved in the negative. 
Amendment (by Mr. REm) proposed: 
That the item be reduced by £602 lOs. 
Mr. CRICK said he had no intention 

to so far betray the trust reposed in him 
·as a representative of the people as to be 
satisfied with the vote just taken. He 
should resist the amendment now pro­
posed, because he believed that we were 
fighting .not in regard to the paltry sum 
of £1,100, but for the great principle in­
volved in the question as to whether .this 
Parliament would clear the character of a 
man like John Davies, in the face of vi­
tuperation-low, vulgar, and vile-from 
~he Colonial Secretary~ Who would be 
found ready to come forward to say one 
word on behalf of the man who had ap­
propriated three Government cheques, and 
paid. them into his own account, and had 
kept them there until he found the game 
:was up-who was proved to have signed 
vouchers fOt· six coils of manilla rope, 
paying for it from the public funds, when 
only one· coil·was received-who, ·when 
hampers and baskets, which were public 
property, were found at his private resi­
dence, ·had·the unblushing effrontery to 
say that if they were there he thought. no 
wrong was done, as he was doing · the 
.whole of the work for nothing~ The.hon. 
member for ·west Sydney, Mr. A.bigail, 
in dealing .. with this question, reminded 
him of nothing so much as·a scorpion.with 
its . sting. pulled out. We had heard a 
great .deal of talk from the other. side 
without any.attempt at argument or real 
defence of John Davies. 'l'he hon. mem-
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ber for West Sydney"(Mr. Abigail) pointed 
out that the value of the land had been 
increased to an alarming extent. Some 
of the Government supporters-the hon. 
member for Balmain, Mr. Frank Smith, 
for instance-could not make up their 
minds how to vote; but he supposed the 
magnificent oratorical effort of the hon. 
and learned member for East Sydney, who 
came here on special occasions, had con­
vinced these hon. members. He bad 
taken down the names of these hon. mem­
bers, and during the ensuing recess he 
would take care to let the country know 
the names of those who had voted to give 
Mr. John Davies this £1, 100. These 
names should resound throughout the 
length and breadth of the country-the 
names of men who were prepared to de­
grade and defile the Parliament for party 
purposes. The vote just taken was a party 
vote beyond all doubt, and it was given 
for the purpose of whitewashing a man 
whom all the waters of the Pacific Ocean 
could not make clean. Then we had vot­
ing for this motion that intellectual genius 
caught somewhere in East Sydney-Mr. 
Street-who said that be had carefully 
considered the matter, and had satisfied 
himself that he ought to vote against the 
motion, but finding that there were hon. 
members here who were determined to 
oppose it-finding that the true servants 
of the country were· here fighting for its 
interests while the hon. member was en­
joying sweet repose-he had determined 
to vote on the other side. 'What a mag­
nificent intellect ! 

Mr. McMILLAN : If the bon. member 
had the character of the bon. member to 
whom he is referring it would be well for 
him! 

Mr. CRICK : My character is better 
than the bon. member's, any way. 

Mr. McMILLAN: Why, the hon. member 
bas none! 

Mr. CRICK: The hon. member is a 
little skunk. 

The CrrAIH~IAN : The bon. member must 
withdraw the expression and apologise for 
its use. 

Mr. CRICK: I withdraw the words 
and apologise. 

Mr. LYNE: Sboulrl not the Colonial 
Treasurer also withdraw the expression he 
used1 

M1·. Mcl\hLLAN : I withdraw the words. 

Mr. CRICK: Since character had been 
imported into this debate, what did we 
find the Premier doing 1 The bon. gentle­
man secured the indulgence of the Com­
mittee at a time 'vhen the Opposition had 
the Government at their mercy, and hon. 
members acquiesced in an adjournment at 
the bon. member's request, because he said 
he was tired out by the long sittings. The 
hon. gentleman went home, and in the 
privacy of his own residence gathered up all 
the gall and bitterness he could command, 
so that he might be in a position on the 
next day to come clown and make an at­
tack upon the leader of the Opposition. 
After having had this freedom from parlia­
mentary duty-this opportunity to rake 
through the correspondence and private 
memoranda of years ago-the worst thing 
he could say against the leader of the· Op­
position-the man who was leading this 
fight on behalf of the country-the man 
who was fighting for honesty and purity­
was, that he had gone to J?arlinghurst 
Gaol in vindication of a principle. He 
had been vile enough to read a corres­
pondence that was written seventeen years 
ago. Nothing could be alleged against 
the character of the leader of the Opposi­
tion; but on that the bon. Premier had 
dwelt for two hours. What was the 
character of the man who stood here as 
the chief ad vocate of John Davies 1 ·Let 
us look at the character of this man who 
was always prating about high character. 
We had only to look at the last Ministry, 
the Ministry formed by this man who 
was always so careful about high consti­
tutional procedure. He took into his 
Ministry Mr. William Clarke, and when 
he filed his note of assignment it was 
found that he owed Mr. Clarke £200. 
He wondered if Mr. Clarke gave him that 
money for the portfolio of Justice. 1\'Ir. 
Clarke certainly gave him £200 '\vhich he 
never got. back. vVe found that little con­
centration of all that was good and just 
-the bon. member for \Vest Sydney, Mr. 
Abigail-in that Ministry, and the Premier 
owed him £200. Did he get that £200 to 
make Mr. Abigail a minister 1 There was 
also the hon. member for The Hastings 
und Manning, Mr. C. J. Roberts, in the 
Ministry, a.ud he was a man of high moral 
and commercial character. He knew that 
the Premier would not wait to hear what 
he had to say. 'Vith his usual cowardice 
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the hon. gentleman had left the Chamber; 
but he would be somewhere where he 
could hear, though he was not game to 
face the scathing which he deserved. :M:r. 
Roberts was one of the ministers of the 
immaculate Parkes. The Premier always 
tried to put himself on a level with the 
great men of his age ; but such men as 
Gladstone and Salisbury would not take a 
shorthand-writer and sneak behind the 
door of a prison cell, in order to catch in­
criminating utterances during the ravings 
of a madman. Such men as those never 
played the part of sneaking detectives. 
.There was a sum of over £200 owing by 
. the Premier to 1\ir. Roberts when he took 
that gentleman into his Ministry. He 
wondered if that money was paid in order 
that Mr. Roberts might have the position 
of Postmaster-General. We found that 
from four men who became ministers, the 
Premier had received over £1,000. He 
wondered that when he made men minis­
ters the Premier did not arrange to dmw 
the whole of their salaries. He fo::~nd 
that the Premier owed £100 to Mr. 
Sydney Smit.h. He wondered whether 
that was the Secretary for lVIines, and if 
that was the amount paid for the purchase 
of an office. This man of high moral 
tone, this man who ran about the public 
schools giving the public school children 
treats, and forcing on them a presence 
that he was debarred from forcing on per­
sons in other places, told us that he stood 
in a position ~ which no one could assail 
him. We admitted it. There were depths 
beyond which no one could go, and there 
were depths to which a man could descend 
so low that you could not injure him 
further. You could not blacken the devil, 
and for that reason you could not hurt 
the character of Parkes. 

Mr. REID rose to order. He moved 
that the words just used by the bon. mem­
ber be taken down. The words were, 
<t You cannot blacken the character of the 
devil, therefore you cannot blacken the 
character of Parkes." 

The CHAIRMAN: I have directed the 
clerk to take down the following words:­
" You cannot blacken the character of the 
devil, so you cannot blacken the character 
of Parkes." He would ask the bon. mem­
ber for West Macquarie if those were the 
words which he used~ 

Mr. CRICK : Those are not the words. 
[llfr. Crick. 

:M:r. REm said that the words were 
.exactly these : "You cannot blacken the 
charact~r of the devil, therefore you can­
not blacken the character of Parkes." 

The CHAIRMAN : The clerk has taken 
down those words. 

Mr. REID said he did not like to move 
the Chairman out of the chair, or he would 
move that he should report the words to 
:M:r. Speaker. Instead of that he would 
move: 

That the hon. member for West !lfacquarie is 
guilty of disorderly conduct in using the follow­
ing words, namely:-" You cannot blacken the 
character of the devil, therefore you cannot 
blacken the character of Parkes." 

He moved this with very grea.t reluctance. 
An H<>N. ME~IBER: Why~ 
Mr. R.a;w ~aiJ he was rcluck·mt to move 

it, because any action of the kind often 
gave greater publicity to an unparliament­
ary .statement than it would receive if no 
notice were taken of it. He had no hesi­
tation in saying that if the House was to 
go on tolerating such language it would 
become an unfit place for any man to stay 
in. He did not make any attack on the 
bon. member, because, on reflection, he 
would see that he had used language which 
ought not to be used by any man against 
another. 

Mr. CRICK rose to order. The bon. and 
learned member should make himself ac­
quainted with the procedure of Parliament. 
The Committee had no power to have the 
words taken down. The matter must be 
reported to the House, and it was for the 
House to deal with it. 

Mr. REID said that the hon. member was 
quite correct. The course which he sug­
gested was the proper one to take; but at 
first he did not feel justified in taking that 
course. However, he would take that 
course now. The motion which he had 
moved had not been put from the Chair. 
He would, therefore, withdraw it, and he 
moved: 

That the Chairman do now leave the chair, 
and report the words now taken clown to ·~1r. 
Speaker, and ask leave to sit again at a later 
hour of the evening, after the question of o_rder 
has been disposed of. 

The CHAIRMAN : The question is, that I 
do now leave the chair. 

Mr. DIBBS : Who moved that ~ 
The CHAIR~IAN : The hon. and learned 

member for East Sydney. 
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Mr. DIBBS : Is the hon. and learned 
member the leader of the House then 1 

Mr. GARVAN: 
Mr. GARRETT would ask whether any 

debate could take place on this motion 1 
An RoN. l\hMBER : Ask that question 

at this time to-morrow ! 
Mr. GARRETT wanted to know whether 

the question could be debated~ Ron. 
members would recollect that it was not 
in the power of this Committee to deal 
with the matter. It must be dealt with 
in the House itself. The Committee could 
not debate whether the words were dis­
orderly. Ron. members must confine them­
selves to the question whether the words 
should be reported. 

Mr. TooHEY said that the Chairman 
had not ruled that the words were dis­
orderly. If he had decided that, any mem­
ber could have moved that the ruling be 
dissented from. Until the Chairman gave 
such a ruling there was nothing to prevent 
a discussion taking place on the motion. 

Mr. DIBBS said that if on a division the 
Committee decided that the Chairman 
should not leave the chair that would 
settle the whole matter. The question as 
to whether the words were disorderly, and 
also the question as to what the words 
were would have to be settled. The words 
which had been written down were not 
the words which the bon. member for West 
Macquarie uttered. The Committee had a 
right to discuss that point, and they might 
keep the Chairman glued to the chair for 
the next twenty-four hours. He would 
p'oint out to the hon. and learned member 
for East Sydney that we were now on the 
high road to a scene of disturbance and 
disorder which would prevent public busi­
ness from being proceeded with. 

The CHAIRMAN : The han. member for 
Camden, Mr. Garrett, has asked for the 
opinion of the Chair as to whether mem­
bers can debate the motion. Whenever 
any disorderly words have been used by a 
member in debate notice must be imme­
diately taken of the words, and the Chair­
man may direct the clerk to take them 
down. That has been done. If the words 
are taken down in Committee of the Whole 
House they are ordered to be reporteil. to 
the House. If the hon. member denies 
the accuracy of the words or wishes to 
withdraw the words he can do so, and 

·hon. members will be able to argue as to 
whether I should leave the chair. 

Mr. GARVAN regretted that the words 
used had been deemed of sufficient im­
portance to be taken down. 

The CHAIRMAN: In giving my opinion 
on this matter I overlooked one point re­
ferred to by the hon. member for Camden, 
namely, whether the main question could 
be debated. It would be out of order to de­
bate· what the punishment may or may 
not be if the words are held to be dis­
orderly. 

Mr. GARRETT said that he gathered from 
the words of the hon. member, Mr. Garvan, 
that he intended to deal with the main 
question before the Committee. 

The CHAIRMAN : That will be out of 
order. Ron. members will be in order in 
debating as to whether the exact words 
have been taken down; and they will be 
in order in debating as to whether I should, 
or should not leave the chair ; but they 
will not be in order in discussing the effect 
of the words, or whether they are admis­
sible. 

Mr. GARVAN said he was about to ex­
press his regret at the importance which 
had been attached to the words which had 
been taken down. He had been looking 
at some of our best English authorities to 
ascertain the meaning attached to the 
terms to which objection had been taken. 
The essence of the matter. was the mean­
ing attached to the term "devil." 

Mr. FRANK s~nTH rose to order. The 
hon. member was discussing whether the 
words were disorderly. 

Mr. GARVAN said he wished to show 
that the words ought not to be reported. 

The CHAIR~IAN : The hon. member is 
discussing the nature of the words which 
have been used. He is discussing what 
will be the province of the House to dis­
cuss should the words be referred to the 
House. The hon. member may discuss 
whether the words taken down are the 
~ords which were used. He may also dis­
cuss whether I shall leave the chair. I 
trust that the hon. member will avoid dis­
cussing the actual effect of the words. 

Mr. GARVAN wanted to show that with­
out going into any detailed interpretation 
of the words it would be absurd to take 
down the words of any member. Any 
one might move that words that were not 
out of order should be taken down, and it 
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would be absurd if on any member doing 
that the Chairman was bound to report 
the words to the House. 

The CHAIR~IAN : ·whether the words are 
pr are not disorderly is not a matter for 
debate now. 

Mr. vV ALL rose to a point of order. He 
submitted that the Chairman had not de­
cided that the words were disorderly. 

Mr. GARRETT : That is not the province 
of the Committee ! 

Mr. WALL said he would show that it 
was. Any member might move that 
another han. member's words be taken 
down, when the words were not disorderly, 
and in such a case it would be a waste of 
time to report the words to the House. 
Until it had been decided that the words 
were disorderly he submitted that the mo­
tion to leave the chair was out of order. 

Mr. TooHEY suggested that the motion 
should be withdrawn. \Vhatever ruling 
the Chairman gave it would be in the 
power of any member to move that the 
Committee dissent from it, and the Com­
mittee would get into a serious complica­
tion. 

Mr. GARRETT said that the very form 
of action taken by the hon. and learned 
member for East Sydney put the han. 
member for South Sydney out of court. 
The matter must now be dealt with by 
another tribunal. The han. member for 
Mudgee had said that the Committee had 
no right to report the words until they had 
been decided to be disorderly; but the 
House was ·the only power that could 
decide that question. The Committee could 
not decide it. 

Mr. CRICK thought that the point of 
order raised by the han. · member for 
Mudgee was a good one. He submitted 
that the words had been improperly taken 
down, as the opinion of the Committee had 
not been obtained upon them. 

Mr. REID said that in 1888 1\fr . 
McElhone was reported to have used dis­
orderly language in . Committee, and on 
that occasion Mr. Speaker said that there 
could be no discussion as to whether the 
language was disorderly, because the fact 
that the Committee had reported it as 
disorderly settled the matter. The differ­
ence, however, between that case and this 
was that his motion did not describe the 
language of the han. member forWestMac-

[Mr. Garvan. 

quarie as disorderly. The question whether 
the words were disorderly would, there­
fore, be open to discussion in the House. 

Mr. TooHEY wished to point out how 
absurd the contention of the hon. member 
was, unless the word " disorderly" was 
u~ed ; for, if that· contention were right, 
any member might rise and ask the Chair­
man to report any words that a member 
might use. Any man might do it out of 
vindictiveness, for the purpose of destroy­
ing legislation. The question was, whether 
the words were disorderly or not ; and the 
resolution should state that they were dis­
orderly before they could be discussed at 
all. He ad vised that ·the motion should 
be withdrawn. 

Mr. T. \V ALKER submitted that the point 
taken by the han. member for Mudgee 
held good. The words "whenever any dis­
orderly words have been used" signified that 
there must be some decision in Committee 
as to the character of the words used be­
fore the report of the Committee could be 
made to the House. The Chairman was 
the proper authority to decide whether the 
words were or were not disorderly, and if 
they were not, the Chairman had power to 
refuse to direct that the words be taken 
down. If the Chairman decided that the 
words were disorderly, then it was compe­
tent for any member to move that the 
words be taken down and reported to the 
House. 

1\'l:r. FRAXK SmTH said that if the quo­
tation from "May" was intended to have 
any meaning by the hoil. gentleman who 
took this point of order, it must be taken 
to have this meaning : that the Chairman 
in directing the words to be taken down 
came to the conclusion that they were dis­
orderly. 

Mr. WALL submitted that the proper 
course would have been to move that the 
words were disorderly and that they be 
taken ·down, and when that motion was 
submitted from the Chair it would· have 
been time for the Committee to express an 
opinion. 

.Mr. GARVAN thought that the position 
taken up by the han member for Mudgee 
'vould certainly have been. the better 
course to adopt ; but the Committee had 
actually adopted another course. · The 

. words had been taken down, and the 
motion was that they be reported to the 
House, and the only logical course for us 
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to consider was whether it was necessary 
for the conduct of our business that the 
words should be reported to the House. 
He thought in this instance, and under 
the circumstances,. the words in question 
were entirely unworthy of the importance 
sought to be attached to them. The very 
essence of the oqjection was the importa-· 
tion of the word "devil." It could· not 
be the importation of the word " Parkes." 
They were put in antithesis-the devil on 
one side, and Parkes on the other. 

Sir HENRY PARKES: I think it is quite 
true at the present moment! 

·Mr. GARVAN did not wish to be per­
sonal in the matter. The only matter for 
consideration was, perhaps, whether the 
word "devil," used as it was, was an im­
proper word to use in the debates of the 
House~ It was not proper or fitting that 
any individual member should place his 
own construction on the word, and rule 
·it to ·be cli!!orderly by reason of that con­
struction. It was not desirable that the 
resolution submitted to the Committee 
should be adopted. 

Mr. R. B. WILKINSON said the proper. 
course to be taken in this case would 
have been for the hon. member for East 
Sydney to have drawn the Chairman's at­
tention to the words, and taken his ruling 
as to whether they were .or were not clis­
orderly,and tbenifthe Chairman had ruled 
that they were disorderly, the bon. member 
could have moved that the words be taken 
down, and if the Committee thought that 
the words were not disorderly, they could 
have dissented from the Chairman's rul­
ing, and have appealed to the House, He 
thought it was plain enough that some one 
must pronounce the words to be disorderly 
before they were taken clown. 

The CHAIRMAN : I must claim the atten­
tion of hon. members for a few moments. 
The point that has· arisen at the present 
moment is one of vast importance, and 
one which it is just as well all hon. mem­
bers should thoroughly understand, so that 
in future no doubt may arise. It is con­
tended by the hon. member for l\IJldgee 
that under the ruling given in "May,". 
which commences with the words "vVhen­
ever any disorderly words have been used," 
and so on, some ·power must. decide as to. 
the na.ture of the words before they can 
be reported from the Committee to the 
House. I would remind bon. members, 

18 0 

just here that there is a difference, and a 
marked difference, between the position. 
which I have the honor to occupy and the 
position which Mr. Speaker occupies. 
That being the case, all precedents-and I 
shall claim the Committee's attention to 
one or two directly, both in our own Par­
liament and in the House of Commons­
show that when disorder arises in Com-. 
mittee and notice is taken of it, as pas 
been done by the hon. and learned mem­
ber for East Sydney, Mr. Reid, in this 
case, there is one rule, and one rule alone 
-:-a rule that will not admit of doubt 
or question. That rule must prevail on 
the present occasion. lt has been con­
tended by bon. members that there must 
be a decision either by the Committee or 
by the Chair that the words are disorderly. 
One hon. member has contended that some 
member should have called the attention of 
the Chair to the disorderly words, and ob­
tained an expression of opinion from the 
Chair, and, on that, have moved that thb 
words should be reported. I may here. 
say tl1at had the bon. and learned member 
for East Sydney pursued that course, then 
the Chair would have been Yested by that 
very act with power, not only of discre­
tion, but a!so of enforcing punishment ; 
and, instead of the words being reported 
to the House, t'here is no doubt that the 
Chair, in the exercise of that discretion, 
would have called on the bon. member foi· 
\-Vest Macquarie to pursue one of two 
courses. That would have taken away 
the power of the· Committee to pursue 
the course the Committee is now about to 
pursu~ .• H_on. ~embers ;vill notice ~hat 
the prOceedmg ]mel down lll " nfay " lS to 
vest in the Committee the power of reaching 
the highest authority that governs Parlia-

. ment without even the intervention of the 
Chair. Thus it is not a resolution dissent­
ing from the opinion of the Chair, but it is the 
Committee proceeding, in consequence of 
something that has occurred, to the high­
est authority which Parliament knows, 
and having reconstituted itself from a 
committee into the highest court of the 
land, the Parliament, it then deals upon 
certain lines with the member who has 
offended. Some bon. members seem to 
have ~omc to the conclusion that an hon. 
member, whose words may be taken d·own, 
is on his trial in the Committee. I beg 
ho~. members to dispel that from their' 
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minds at once. The· hon. member is not 
on his trial for the words till the House 
has resumed. Should the Committee de­
cide that I leave the chair, then, when 
the House resumes, the hon'. member 
will be on his trial, but not until then. 
Thus I think hon. members will see that 
the opinion of the Chair that the words 
could not be debated as to their nature or 
import was a correct one, inasmuch as the 
offence, if there was any offence at all, 
must go before the proper tribunal, and 
before that tribunal alone be debated. 
Hon. members seem to rely a greab deal 
on this-that any member can rise and 
move that words be taken dowJ;l. I beg 
hon. members to remember that there is 
a discretionary powP-r vested both in the 
. Chairman of Committees and in 1\ir. 
Speaker ; and that discretionary power, 
if used, would immediately be supported 
by the good sense of the Committee, or 
the good sense of the House, as in the 
case quoted by the hon. member who last 
addressed the House, the hon. member 
for Balranald, 1\ir. R. B. Wilk;inson : 

On the 9th .April, 1807, the Speaker decided 
that the words of Dr. Duigenan could not be 
taken down, though Lord Hawick had immedi­
ately risen to order, and had objected to the 
words used. 
So the discretion vested in :.M:r. Speaker 
had been used, and it is evident from the 
record that it was so in keeping with good 
sense and propriety, and the preservation 
of decorum in the House of Commons, that 
the House of Commons supported Mr. 
Speaker, and consequently it becomes a 
ruling. In the case before us the hon. 
and learned member for East Syd!ey took 
exception to expressions used by the hon. 
member for vV est lVracquarie, and moved 
that the . words be taken down. Some· 
hon. members seem to hold the opinion 
that the making of that motion necessi­
tates its being put from the Chair. I will 
call hon. members' attention to the prac­
tice ·of· our own Parliament, and I think 
that hon. members will see that the 
course which the Chair has pursued on 
this occasion is the correct course. On the 
13th November, 1856, in Comruittee of 
Supply-as·we are at the present moment 
-this occurred: 
· M1·. Donaldson moved, pursuant to notice : 
· That the Speaker do now lea,·e the chair, o.nd the House 

resolve itself into o. Committee of the Whole, further to 
consider the supply to be granted to her Majesty for the 
year 1856-7. 

[The Chairman. 

· Question put and passed ;-whereu'pon the 
Speaker left the chair, and the House resolved 
itself into the said Committee accordingly. 
· The Chairman reported that the hon. mem­

ber for the North Riding of the County of 
Cumberland, Mr. Darvall, had in interruption 
of the bon. member for The Murray, Mr. 
Forster, used the words, " What does the hon. 
member mean by this insolence? " 

Hon. members will note that the words 
were moved to be taken down, and a mo­
tion was carried that the Chairman leave 
the chair and report the words to the 
House. What follows~ 

.And Mr. Darvall, having been heard in ex­
planation, and withdrawn-

This, hon. members will see, bears out 
what I stated-that the offence, if any, is 
to be answered for before the House, and 
thA hon. member for West l\facquarie, 
should the Committee carry the resolu­
tion now before it, will have the oppor­
tunity, upon the reassembling of the House, 
to explain exactly, from his point of view, 
what has occurred, and his own action. 

Mr. Forster, ha.ving been also heard, Mr. 
Martin moved : 

That, in the opinion of this House, the words used in the 
Committee by the bon. member for the North Riding of 
the County of Cumberland are disorderly. 

Hon. members will see that if it were for the 
Chair to offer an opinion, or for the Com­
mittee to offer an opinion, that would at 
once be trenching on the functions of the 
House when it reassembles. It is not ac­
tually a question at this moment whether 
the words were or were not disorderly. 
The hon. and learned ·member who pro­
poses the motion believes them to be dis­
orderly ; but it is not actually at this 
moment a question whether they are or 
are not disorderly, but whether the House 
should have an opportunity of deciding 
after the matter has been reported to 
it. What was done on that occasion was 
this: 

Mr. Parker moved that the question be 
amended by the omission of all the words fol­
lowing the word "That" at the commencement 
with a view to the insertion in their place of the 
words ''the offensive words used in the Committee 
by both bon. members ought to be withdrawn," 
and, a debate arising, and it appearing to be the 
desire of the House that the Spea.ker should de­
cide in this case, --

Hon. members will see that on that oc~a­
sion the House committed to Mr. Speaker 
the power of deciding as to the nature of 
the words. 
proposed amendment, by leave, withdrawn ; 
original motion, by leave, withdrawn ; where-
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upon the Speaker said that the words used in 
the Committee by the hon. member, Mr. Darvall, 
were disorderly, and ought to be withdrawn; 
and that the hon. member for The Murray, Mr. 
Forster, ought, in· Mr. Darvall's presence, tore­
peat to the Honse his explanation of the inoffen­
sive sense in which he had used the words which 
had given offence to l\Ir. Darvall, upon ·which, 
he felt sure, Mr. Darvall could have no difficulty 
in withdrawing the disorderly words used by 
him; and, £>1r. Darvall being called in, and l>'Ir. 
Forster repeating that he did not use the words 
complained of by Mr. Darvall in an offensive 
sense, or with any intention that they should be 
construed as in the least reflecting upon the . 
veracity of l>'Ir. Darvall, and having e:..-pressed 
his regret for having used them, so far as they 
might have been considered to be offensive to 
Mr. Darvall, Mr. Darvall withdrew the dis­
orderly words used by him in the Committee, 
and expressed his re~·et to the House and the 
hon. member, Mr. .1! orster, for having used 
them; whereupon the Speaker left the chair, 
and the Committee resumed. 

I shall only trouble the Committee with 
another case to show that we have pre­
cedents set by the action of Parliament 
which clearly justify the course of action 
in this case. Mr. Arnold was the Speaker 
at that time. 

Ways and iJiectns, Srcl .November, 1869: The 
order of the clay for the resumption of the Com­
mittee of Ways :mel :\leans having been read, 
on motion by £>1r. Samuel, the ;Speaker left the 
Chair, and the Honse resolved itself into the 
said Committee. 

The Chcti1·mctn reported the following point of 
order, and obtained leave to sit again at a later 
hour of the day :-The hon. member for The 
Clarence bad said in reference to certain remarks 
of the bon. member for \Vest Sydney, the Hon. 
Geoffrey Eagar, "Yon clare not say that outside 
the House. If you do I will pull your nose for 
yon." The said-words so used by the bon. mem­
ber for The Clarence were taken down in order 
to be reported to the House. The .bon. member 
for The Clarence having, upon being called upon 
by the Speaker, admitted the correctness of the 
words as reported, withdrew. 

Here I would point out to hon. members 
that the correetness or otherwi~e of the 
words come in .question when the House 
reassembles. 
Whereupon M1·. Wilson moved : 

That the words reported as used by the hon. member for 
The Clarence to the hon. member for West Sydnev, the 
Ron. Geoffrey Ea.gnr, namely, ''You dare not say thit out­
side the House. If you do I will pull your nose for you," 
~~:,~.parliamentary and disorderly, and ought to be with-

. Debate ensued. 

_lJfr. Samuel moved : 
\rhat the question be amended by adding nt. the end 

thereof the words, "but that the language used ·u;v the 
hon. Jllember for West Sydney, thfl Hon. OMITrey .t:ngar, 
to the flffect that the hon. member for The Clarence was 
a boaster and a coward, was equally disorderly, and calcu-
~~~et0~oTy,~oc~:r~•~~;_.~isorderly lnnb"llage of the bon. mem-

Question-That the words proposed to be 
added be so added-put and passed. 

So that hon. members will note that this 
power of referring matters to the House 
gives the House the power, should an hon. 
member have provoked another hon. mem­
ber, of dealing with both persons for their 
disorderly conduct. There is one more 
case to which I will call attention. In 
the session of 1872 the Chairman re­
ported th~t a point of order had arisen in 
the Committee and obtained leave to sit 
again, so soon as that point of order should 
have been decided by 1\ir. Speaker. The 
Chairman then stated the point of order 
as follows :-

The hon. member for Camden, :Mr. Garrett, 
in addressing the Committee, stated that the 
hon. the Colonial Secretary, Mr. Parkes, as a 
citizen of this country, went to Melbourne, and 
made a contract with the head of the Victorian 
Go\•ernment against the interests of this country. 
Mr. Garrett then addressed the House, repeat­
ing the statement he had made in Committee, 
and that he intended in making the charge to 
impute crime against the Colonial Secretary. 
Exception being taken to certain words used by 
the bon. member while addressing the House, 
the words were, at the instance of Mr. Parkes, 
taken down by the clerk, by direction of the 
Speaker, as follows:-

Then the words were taken down. This 
was in the House. 

The Speaker ruled that the words used. by the 
hon. member, and the imputation conveyed by 
them, were highly disorderly, and ought to be 
retracted. 
The matter ended by the hon. member re­
tracting the expression, and offering an 
apology; and thus the House vindicated its 
power to control hon. members. Just a 
word before I conclude on the point of 
order. "With regard to matters of disorder, 
if hon. members will take some little 
trouble to look up, and make themselves 
fully acquainted with, what expressions 
are orderly and what expressions are dis­
orderly, they will soon find that a large 
number of expressions that are let fall 
during debate are exceedingly disorderly 
a.nd offensive. In the House of Commons 
expressions are sometimes ruled to be dis­
orderly which would in this House be 
allowed to pass, perhaps, unnoticed. If 
the Chair were to rise and call at.tention 
to them, hon. members would almost come 
to tho conclusion that the Chair was 
needlessly interfering with debate; and I 
am confident hon. members will agree 
with the Chair that it is not the province 
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of the Chair to be rising at almost every 
other sentence to call an hon. member to 
order. The Chair oftentimes hears what 
is disorderly, but trusts that hon. members 
may call attention to the remarks, or that 
the good sense of hon. members addressing 
the Uhambermaycause them-to prevent dis­
orderly scenes from arising. In the House 
of Commons an hon. member has been 
called upon to withdraw an expression, 
even with: regard to Napoleon Buonaparte. 
I am, therefore, of this opinion : · that the 
proceedings, so far as they have been taken, 
are strictly in keeping with the rules 
and orders of parliamentary government ; 
that there is no need for putting the ques­
tion to the Committee, " that the words 
be taken clown"; that the mere fact of the 
Chair having requested the clerk to take 

· the words clown, and no objection being 
taken, is in keeping with the terms of 
" :M:ay," in the pleasure of the Com­
mittee; and in most cases the Committee 
has almost at once, without any debate, 
referred the matter to the House, and the 
House, which is the proper tribunal, has 
discussed the matter to its end. I, there­
fore, rule that the motion is strictly in 
order, and that the words have been 
taken clown strictly within those laws that 
govern the Committee. I trust I have 
been able to make myself sufficiently plain 
so as to be understood in the opinion 
I have expressed ; and I now, in con­
clusion, only say that l commit to the 

.care of bon. members that honor and dig­
nity that belongs to this Chamber, and· 
which, I feel confident, they will all strive 
to emulate and maintain. 

:M:r. vY ALL would like to ask whether it 
was competent for an hon. member to re­
quest that any words be taken down, and 
whether it would be the Chairman's duty 
to order that those words be taken down 
whether they were or were not disorderly1 

The CIIAIRMAN : Ron. members will 
understand at once that the Chair is act­
ing somewhat apart from strict rules in 
answering the question ; but, perhaps, it 
is well, after the opinion I have expressed, 
and so that it may be fully understood, 
that I should answer the bon. member's 
question. To enable b~n. members to 
thoroughly understand it, I will suppose 
a case. If an hon. member rises and asks 
that some frivolous words be taken down, 
I take it that whoever occupies this chair, 

[The Cltai1'"1llan, 

or Mr. Speaker's chair, will have sufficient, 
discretion to deal with that hon. member 
for disorderly conduct in such a way that 
that would not be repeated. 

Mr. GARVAN would now show reasons. 
why the words taken down should not be­
reported to the House. He had carefully 
listened to the Chairman's ruling on the 
subject, and also to the examples that had 
been quoted, and in none of them did he 
find any objection to the course he was 
about to take. While it was specially 
within the province of the Committee, on 
motion and without debate, to refer the 
matter to Mr. Speaker, the fact of the 
motion being submitted from the Chair left 
it within the right of the Committee to de­
bate it if it thought fit. 

The CHAIRMAN: I did intend when 
offering my opinion- to add this : That T. 
find from certain precedents that it has 
been an invariable custom, whenever it 
could be argued whether the words were 
or were not disorderly, to at once refer the 
matter to the higher court. · 

Mr. GARVAN: Not invariably! 
Mr. GARRETT : Oh, yes it is ! 
Mr. GARVAN: I have had experience 

where it has been otherwise ! 
The CHAIR~IAN : During the ten years 

I haYe had the honor of being a member­
of this Assembly, the invariable rule has 
been to refer the matter at once to the 
House; and _that has been done on this 
principle : that the higher tribunal should 
deal with the matter, and that as speedily 
as possible. . 

Mr. GAR VAN said that in the most logical 
way he could he had wished to submit to the 
Committee a fair and reasonable interpre­
tation of the words complained of, . and 
that, under the circumstances, they were 
not deserving of the time of Parliament 
being taken up to the extent that would 
justify us in referring them to Mr. Speaker. 
The only word to which objection could be 
taken was the word "devil." 

The CHAIRMAN : I have no desire to 
curtail the hon. member's right of speech; 
but I must appeal to the hon. member to 
desist from discussing the nature or im­
port of the words. That is a matter be­
longing to the House, and not to the Com­
mittee. 

Mr. GARVAN said that if he could not 
exercise his right to discuss a motion from 
the tJhair in the only logical way he could 
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discuss it, he would have to take the ex­
treme step of dissenting from the Chair­
man's ruling. It must be clear to the 
Committee that he had full power to 
discuss it by dissenting from the Chair­
man's ruling. He did not wish to take 
up. time ; but, if necessary, he would take 
up another hour in vindication of his right 
<>f speech. He was desirous of showing 
that the words complained of and the 
words which had been taken down were 
not worthy of the attention of Parliament, 
and that it would be a waste of time if the 
matter were referred to Mr. Speaker. His 
only means of showing this was by putting 
a reasonable, and not the worst, interpreta­
tion 'that could be put on the words. He 
was going to show that no disorderly in­
terpretation could be put on them. 

The CHAIRMAN : I must appeal to the 
·hon. membe1· to desist from that line of 
argument. If he dissents from the course 
I have taken, there is a clear course for 
him to take. 

Mr. GARVAN moved : 
That the Chairman leave the chair and report 

progress, al?d ask leave to sit ~gain so so?n as 
the point of order has been deCided, the pomt of 
order being that the hon. member for Eden, Mr. 
Garv·an, was out of order in discussing the im­
port of certain words complained of on the motion 
that the Chairman leave the chair and report the 
words to the House. 

Mr. DmBS was very desirous of termina­
ting the very disgraceful state in which the 
·Committee had got. 

The CHArmiAN: The hon. member must 
withdraw the term "disgraceful," for it 
cannot in any parliamentary sense be ap­
plied either to the Committee or to the 
House. 

Mr. DIBBS withdrew the word " dis­
graceful," and said that the Committee 
:had got into the most extraordinary posi­
tion it had ever been in, and had done so 
at the instance of one gentleman in the 
Chamber who only came here occasionally. 

The C!fAIR~IAN : I appeal to the bon. 
gentleman to discuss the motion before the 
Chair. · 

Mr. DmBs wanted the Committee to get 
out of the difficulty in which they found 
themselves. "We had already lost a cer­
tain number of hours that we should have 
devoted to business. The hon. and learned 
member for East Sydney had moved a 
motion which should be withdrawn as 
being frivolous in its character, and "the 

whole of these points· of ·order and refer­
ences to l\ir. Spea.ker should be withdrawn. 

Mr. REID : I don't agree with the bon. 
member! 

Mr. DmBS : If the hon. member wished 
to serve the Committee, the House, and the 
country, he would withdraw the motion. 

Motion agreed to. 

In the House: 
Mr. MELVILLE : During the . cour.-1e. of 

the debate in reference to an item on the 
estimates the hon. member for "\Vest Mac­
quarie, addressing the Committee, used cer­
tain words which, in the opinion of the hon. 
and learned member for East Sydney, Mr. 
Reid, were disorderly. The hon. and learned 
member immediately, before any business 
had intervened or even another expres­
sion had fallen from the bon. member for 
West Macquarie, rose and moved that the 
words should be taken down. I directed 
the clerk to take the words down. They 
were taken down, and were read to the 
Committee, and in expressing the order for 
them to be taken down, and in reading 
them to the Committee, there was no dis­
sent from the course I was then pursuing. 
It is stated on the 377th page of "~1ay": 

'Whenever any disorderly .words have been 
used by a member in debate, notice should be 
immediately taken of the words objected to ; 
and if any member desire that they may be 
taken down, the Speaker or Chairman, if it 
appear to be the pleasure of the House or the 
Committee, will direct the clerk to take them 
down. 
That I submit was the course exactly pur­
sued by myself and by the Committee. 
Following· upon that when the motion 
was stated from the Chair, it was in the 
following terms :-"That I do now leave 
the Chair, and report the words taken down 
to the House." Then there was the 
customary moLion asking leave to sit again 
after the words had been disposed of. 
The words complained of are in the fol­
lowing terms --

Mr. TooHEY : I rise to a point of order. 
I submit that we have no cognisance of 
these words whatever. The bon. member 
has not admitted using them and the House 
bas not decided that they have been used. 
Therefore, I submit that the hon, member 
for Northumberland is not in order in say­
ing that these were the words used·by the 
hon. member for West Macquarie. 

l\1r. MELVILLE: The words are in the 
motion. 
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Mr. TooHEY : They may be in the motion, 
but the motion has not been carried. It 
is merely a· resolution submitted to the 
House. The resolution was not carried 
by the Committee. The hon. member for 
West Macquarie has not admitted using 
the words, and I submit that it is not in 
order to say that these were the words he 
used. 

Mr. MELVILLE : I am quite prepared 
to abandon quoting the words. I will 
endeavour, however, as impartially as 
possible to state what has occurred. Upon 
the motion being read from the Chair­
I have read part of the motion, and I will 
omit the words to which exception was 
taken-a point of order was taken that 
it was in order for bon. members to dis­
cuss in Committee whether the words were 
disorderly, or whether they were not dis­
orderly-that it was in order for an hon. 
member to argue whether any one or all of 
the words conveyed a disorderly meaning. 
I expressed my opinion, sir, that there 
were two courses open for members of the 
Committee, the first to discuss whether 
the words in the motion were actually the 
words used by the hon. member or not, 
and then to discuss reasons why I should 
leave the chair; but that they could not 
discuss whether the words were disorderly 
or whether they were not disorderly, that 
being the province of the House on its re­
assembling .. I also stated that the hon. 
member would have an opportunity of ex­
.plaining whether he used the words, and 
that bon. members would also have the 
opportunity of discussing before you their 
full meaning and import. The hon. mem­
ber for Eden, Mr. Garvan, urged that the 
words had a certain meaning, and that 
that meaning was of so trivial a nature 
that they should not be referred to Mr. 
.Speaker or the House. In the opinion of 
the Chair the hon. member was out of 
order, and upon expressing that ruling, 
and again requesting the bon. member to 
confine himself to the subject-matter, as 
ruled by the Chau·, the bon. member 
.sought that the matter should be referred 
to you. I think I have stated the case as 
fairly as my humble ability will allow me. 
I have endeavoured to put it to you ex­
actly as it occurred, so that you may be 
seized with the facts, and so that hon. 
members p1ay discuss ~ts relative merits. 
I have not one word to offer to .you in 

[ M1·. Toohey. 

defence of the opinion I have offered. 
That will be for hon. members to discuss 
before you. If I have omitted anything 
in stating the matter to you hon. members 
will go fully into it. 

Mr. GARRARD: It will not be fair to the 
hon. member himself if he does not put 
his own case to Mr. Speaker t 

Mr. MELVILLE : I am quite willing to 
leave the matter to Mr. Speaker, although, 
if it is thought necessary, I will say a little 
more in regard to it. I may state that 
the opinion expressed was that it was not 
within the province of the Committee to 
discuss the import of the words used, as to 
whether they were or were not disorderly. 
I cited authorities in support of the opinion 
I thus expressed, and I respectfully submit 
to you that that opinion was correct on this 
ground : that the matter must be referrec,l 
to the House. The fact of the words 
being moved to be taken clown removed 
the discretionary power which otherwise 
might hnve vested in the Chair. The 
reporting of the words to the House is for 
the purpose of placing them before the 
proper and only tribunal before which the 
hon. member can be brought. That being 
the case, it would be exceedingly dis­
orderly to discuss in Committee whether 
the words were orderly or disorderly, that 
being a matter which had to be discussed 
before you and by the House. Had the 
Committee discussed the words, and argued 
as to whetLer they were orderly or dis­
orderly, it would haye usurped the rights 
and province of the House itself. That 
is the case I laid before the Committee. I 
am confident, whatever decision may be 
given, that the House will agree with me 
that I have not attempted to prejudice 
either Mr. Speaker or hon. members. I 
am quite willing, and shall be happy, to 
immediately carry out whatever, in your 
opinion, may be correct, submitting, at 
the same time, that my opinion is a cor­
rect one. 
. Mr. GARVAN: The Chairman of the 
Committee has stated very fairly, with 
one important exception, what has taken 
place. The Chairman startP.d with a 
fundamental error, which was, I think, 
the cause of a great deal of the disagree­
ment which occurred in Committee. The 
Chairman of Committees reported to you 
that certain disorderly words had been 
used, T~at is the great bone of conten~ 
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tion, because it has never been decided 
either by the hon. member who took ex­
ception to the words or by --

~Ir. 1\fELVILLE: vVill the hon. member 
pardon me~ If I did use the word " dis­
orderly," I did it inadvertently. I haYe 
only to ask you, 1\ir. Speaker, to banish 
that word from the statement I have made 
to you. If the hon. member had called 
my attention to it, I should at once have 
ceased to use the word, and would have 
used the expression, "words to which ex­
ception was taken by the hon. member 
for East Sydney, which were taken down." 

Mr. GARVAN: It was only moved that 
certain words-those words being named 
-be taken down, and in the naming of 
the words there was no expression of 
opinion as to whether they were dis­
orderly. 

Mr. GARRETT : I rise to a point of 
order. I contend that there was no proper 
course taken to declare the words dis­
orderly, as required by the rules of Par­
liament. 

Mr. GARVAN: That is not a point of 
order. It was moved, without debate or 
expression of opinion from the hon. mem­
ber who took exception to the words being 
disorderly, that the words be taken clown, 
and without any expression of opinion 
from the Chairman, they were taken clown. 
Then a motion was submitted to the effect 
that the Chairman leave the chair, report 
the words to Mr. Speaker, obtain his 
decision, and ask leave to sit again. I 
contend that the words not having been 
declared disorderly, it would be a waste 
of time to refer the matter at all to you, 
except the Committee thought, on full 
consideration, they were of sufficient im­
port to warrant such reference. I was 
proceeding to show that these words were 
not of a character which warranted the 
taking up of the time of the Committee, 
and the wasting of your time in obtaining 
your opinion upon them, when I was in­
terrupted by the Chairman, who ruled that 
I was not at liberty to deal at all with 
their meaning or import. To that I took 
exception; and now the question is whether 
I was at liberty to state my reasons to 
the Committee why the words should not 
be referred to you, especially as those 
words had not previously been decided, 
either by the action of the hon. member 
who took exception to them, or by the 

Chairman of Committees, to be disorderly. 
I contend that it was my full right and 
privilege to show the full import of the 
words, so that the time of the Committee 
should not be wasted in referring them to 
you. · 

Mr. REID: The hon. member for Eden 
has been somewhat bald in his narrative of 
the facts. The case was this : Certain 
words were used which I thought should 
be immediately taken down. I moved 
that they be taken down. There was no 
dissent and no objection. I repeated the 
words, and they were taken down. N a­
thing intervening, I submitted a certain 
motion, which the Chairman has read, to 
the effect that these words be referred to 
the House, with leave to sit again after 
the matter had been disposed of. 'l'here 
was no expression in my motion that the 
words were disorderly. If the motion had 
characterised the words as disorderlv, it 
might have been contended, when- the 
matter came before the House, that no 
such disorder had been established. Inas­
much as I did not characterise the words 
as disorderly, but simply moved that they 
be referred to the House, the question of 
disorder is left entirely to the House. It 
is contrary to the rule, and besides that it 
would be a waste of time, to enter into 
discussions of this kind in Committee, 
when that discussion must take place in 
the House itself, the House being the only 
competent authority to decide whether the 

' words were or were not disorderly. 
Mr. TooHEY: On a point of order, · I 

wish to state that a resolution in Com­
mittee does not give any powe1: to a mover 
of that resolution to make it a factor in 
the element of parliamentary government. 
The mover of a resolution of this kind­
that a certain matter be referred to Mr. 
Speaker-must give the members of the 
Committee a right to discuss whether the 
Chairman shall or shall not leave the chair. 
In the dis::ussion the question of the words 
being orderly or disorderly must be a 
necessary element. Consequently, either 
the Chairman of Committees, or the House 
itself, must decide whether the words are 
or are not disorderly before they ~re re­
ferred to the Chair. Otherwise any mem­
ber may rise and submit that certain words 
should be taken down and referred to the 
Chair, which are not words possessing 
elements of disorder. The hon. member's 
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contention is that the fact of moving the. 
resolution alone gives the right to appeal 
to the Chair. Ron. members must see 
the absurdity of that }JOsition. The whole 
thing can be debated point by point, and 
element by element, to an indefinite period. 
I hold that the fact of the words being 
taken down is not evidence that they are 
disorderly. The Committee itself must 
decide whether these words are or are not 
disorderly before they are referred to the 
proper tribunal to say how they shall be 
dealt with. The mere fact of moving the 
resolution that the words be taken down 
does not give the right or power to any 
member to dissolve the Committee. 

1\'Ir. T. "\Y ALKER : I submit toot the 
hon. meru ber for Et!en, JVlr. Gar van, was 
perfectly in order in discussing whether 
these words should be refened to you or 
not, on the ground as to whether they were 
orderly or disorderly. May uses the ex­
pression: 

vYhenever any disorderly words have been 
used. 
It must be evident that some one must 
have the authority of deciding whether 
words are or are not disorderly. If the 
Chairman does not decide it, it is evidently 
the prerogative of the Committee to decide 
it. May further states : 

Even the Speaker's own words have been in 
this way directed to be taken down. 

Now, before Mr. Speaker's words could 
have been taken down there must have 
been some discussion on the question. Some­
body must have moved that Mr. Speaker's 
words be t.aken down, because they were 
disorderly. A deba-te must have ensued, 
and various opinions must have been 
exprE>ssed, as to whether they were or 
were not disorderly. Ultimately, by the 
vote of the majority, it must have been 
decided that the words were disorderly. 
That fairly shows the right of discussion 
as to whether the words are or are not 
disorderly. In regard to this matter, 
May points out that 1\ir. Speaker decides 
that certain words are not disorderly and 
could not be taken clown, although there 
have been objections made to the words and 
attention drawn to them, thus signifying 
that a point of order must have been raised; 
and that point of order, whatever it may 
have been, is open to discussion. The at-
ention of :M:r. Speaker is drawn to the 

words, and then it is implied that a cliscus­
[Jfr. Too/bey. 

sion takes place as to the.ir natnre, and 
that Mr. Speaker ultimately gives his rul­
ing that the wcrds are not disorderly, all 
this clearly showing that the right of dis­
cussion is inevitable. I think the conclu­
sion of the Chairman of Committees has 
arisen from the fact, that he supposes that 
the question as to whether the words are or 
or are not disorderly must be referred to you 
for decision. I su bruit that when words are 
reported to you as having been taken down 
in Committee, they are referred to you to 
adjust the punishment, and to state what· 
penalty shall be imposed on the delinquent 
for having used them. The Chairman, in 
this instance, did not undertake, nor did 
the Committee, to inflict punishment. The 
matter, however, is referred to you, the 
point having already been decided that 
the words are disorderly. That question 
is really decided before the words are taken 
down. The words having been taken down 
and reportE:d to you as disorderly, the 
matter is reported for the purpose of in­
flicting the penalty due to the offence which 
may have been committed. 

Mr. FRANK SMITH : The lesson to be 
learned from the passage quoted from 
" 1\iay" is this, if anything at all : that 
upon the Chairman of Committees exer­
cising his authority, and directing that the 
words be taken down, the question of their 
being disorderly or otherwise is removed 
from the Committee. The Committee can­
not discuss that point, because it is referred 
to the higher tribunal. What the Chair­
man of Committees did, and upon which 
dissent is raised, was to decide that the 
question as to the meaning of the words 
could not be commented upon or dis­
cussed. I submit that the lesson to be 
learned from "JVIay" is, t.hat the words 
having been taken down, the question as 
to their being disorderly or otherwise is 
entirely within the province of the House. 

Mr. CRICK : I submit that a wrong 
course has been pursued, and I will take 
the most recent decision on this very im­
portant point. It is the case in which 
the· hon. membee, now the head of the 
Go:verrinwnt, was named. At that time 
Sir Patrick Jennings was Prime Minister, 
and the present Colonial Secretary having 
used words which the then colonial secre­
tary thought to be disorderly, he moved to 
have them taken down. The.House at the 
time was in Committee of Supply, and 
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there had to be a clear motion proposed that 
the words be taken down, In the present 
instance no motion whatever was put to 
the Committee. The hou. and learned 
member for East Sydney, however, inti­
mated that he intended to move a motion. 
That motion was never moved. If the 
motion had been put from the Chair I 
should have had an opportunity of saying 
whether the words which were taken down 
were or were not correct. That opportunity 
was not afforded me. The rule, according 
to "May," is so clear, that I cannot un­
derstand how any one who is able to read 
English can doubt that the Ch~tirman has 
not the power to order that the words be 
taken down. There must be a motion 
before that can be done. In the instance 
I have named, Sir Patrick Jennings moved 
that the words be taken down, and re­
ported to the House. The question was 
put from the Chair, and resolved in the 
affirmative. Then the further question 
that the Chairman do now leave the chair, 
and report the words to Mr. Speaker, was 
put. If that course had been pursued 
in the present instance, this point of 
order could not have arisen. The point 
of order now is that before the words are 
reported to Mr. Speaker, the member 
charged with using them must have the 
opportunity of saying whether he did or 
did not use them. If I had bad the op­
portunity of saying whether I did or did 
not use the words, I should have denied 
using them, and the strict rule of Parlia­
ment is that my denial must be taken. 
Then what comes of all these proceedings 
and all this waste of time 1 If the op· 
portunity had been afforded me, I should 
have denied, as I intend to deny now, and 
truthfully deny, that I used those words, 
and if I deny that I used them these 
proceedings fall to the ground. The point 
of order raised by the bon. member for 
Eden simply gives bon. members power· 
to say whether the words taken down 
were the words used. Your ruling, Mr. 
Speaker, will, I presume, be in favour 
of the liberty of speech. In a matter like 
this there should be no curtailment of the 
rights and privileges of debate. If you 
do anything at all you will strain the pri­
vileges of the House for the purpose of 
allowing hon .. members, placed in the 
same position as myself, the fullest oppor-
. unity of stating their case. 

·Mr. MELVILLE: The bon. member for 
Vv est -Macquarie is under the impression 
that a motion that the words be . taken 
down was not made. The hon. member 
for East Sydney made that motion, and 
upon that I directed the clerk to take the 
words down. That was the exact pro-
ceeding. • 

Mr. REID: And I gave the words in 
moving the motion. 

Mr. CRICK : The ,motion was never put, 
but the Chairman directed the clerk to 
take down the words. 

Mr. SPEAKER : Perhaps it may be as 
well if I decide at once that it is not 
necessary that the question should be put 
to the Committee. May distinctly lays it 
down that if it is the general opinion that 
the words should be taken down, the Chair­
man or Speaker may direct that they be 
taken down without actually putting the 
motion. 

Mr. CRICK : I deny that those were the 
words used. 

Mr. MELVILLE: The bon. member for 
West Macquarie will pardon me when I 
say that he does not seem to comprehend 
the exact position of affairs. The hon. 
member is not now on his trial. The hon. 
member has all the rights and privileges 
of a member of the Committee till the 
House resumes. Then the hon. member 
makes an explanation, and after that 
withdraws. That being the procedure, I 
submitted to the Committee, as I do now 
to the House, that the moment the motion 
was made that the words be taken down, 
I was bound, according to "May," to order 
the clerk to take them down. I£ the 
words are incorrect, the matter is one to 
be argued out before you. 

Mr. WALL : The question has been 
raised as to whether the Committee would 
have been in order in discussing the words 
made use of. The actual question before the 
House is as to whether the bon. member 
for Eden was in order in discussing 
whether the words used were or were not 
disorderly. 

Mr. GARVAN: That was not my conten. 
tion at all. My contention did not bear 
on the point as to whether the words were 
or were not disorderly. My argument was 
as to whether the words should be referred 
to Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. MELVILLE: The bon. member was 
arguing as to the import of the words. 
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Mr. G.ARVAN: As a reason why they 
should not be referred to 1\:lr. Speaker.· 

1\fr. MELviLLE : Exactly; and then I 
submitted that the bon. member was out 
of order, inasmuch as he was endeavoudng 
to do what it was his right and privilege 
to dow hen he was before you, Mr. Speaker; 
in·the House. 

Mr. SPEAKER : In my opinion the ruling 
of the Chairman was -a perfectly correct 
one. It is quite clear, from the authori­
ties cited in "May," that a motion is not 
necessary. If the words are ordered to be 
taken down, I take it that the Chairman 
is of opinion that the words are disorderly: 
If hon. members will turn to the end of 
the passage in "May," on page 378, they· 
will find the following :-

If the words be taken down in a Committee 
of the \Yhole House, they are ordered to be re­
ported, and the House deals with the matter as 
it may think fit. 

Therefore, I think that when the words are 
taken down, it is the duty of the Com­
mittee to order that they be reported to 
the House, and then the House deals with 
the matter. Of course it is not the fact 
that the Speaker deals with the words 
himself ; he expresses no opinion as to 
whether they are orderly or disorderly. 
The House itself deals with the words as 
reported to it. The case to which the hon. 
member for West Macquarie, 1\:Ir. Orick, 
refers was entirely different from this. In 
that instance the question was, that the 
Chairman of Committees, whoever he 
might have been at the time, should put 
the question for the Committee-not that 
the Speaker should put the question. My 
predecessor gave no ruling of that kind, 
and took no procedure of that kind. The 
procedure was taken in Committee, and a 
different procedure was taken to that which 
has been taken to-night ; but according to 
.my reading of " May," the procedure to­
night has been the correct one. 

In 0 ommittee : 
The CHAIRMAN : The question is, that I 

do now leave the chair, and report the 
words taken down to the House. 

Mr. ORICK : What are the words 1 
The CHAIRMAN : May I ask the bon. 

member not to interrupt 1 The question 
is, that I do now leave the chair andre­
port the words taken down-!' You can­
not. blacken the character of the devil·; 

[lib·. }11 elville. 

therefore you cannot blacken the character 
of Parkes"-as words used by the bon. 
member for vVest Macquarie, and ask 
leave to sit again after the matter has 
been disposed of by the House. 

Mr. ORICK objeetfld to-the words being 
reported to the House, and did so on the 
best possible ground. Those were not the 
words used by him. 

Mr. GARRETT submitted that the hom 
mem her could not debate the question now. 
He could debate it when members got back 
into the House. 

Mr. GARVAN said it seemed somewhat 
illogical to discuss what penalties should 
be meted out for the use of certain words 
if there were any doubt as to the correct­
ness of the taking down of those words. 
If by any process the Committee coul(!. 
arrive at the exact words used, it would 
simplify the matter very much. 

Mr. ORICK submitted that the motion 
was wrongly worded. The proper motion 
should have been, ''That the Chairman do 
now leave the chair and report the words 
used "-not the words taken down. It 
was clear that the House would be bound 
by the report of the Committee. If the 
words were sent to the House in this 
shape the House would take it for granted 
that the Committee had found that these 
were the words used. 

1\:Ir. GARRETT submitted that the hon. 
member for West l\1acquarie was not in 
order in debating whether the words read 
were those which he used or not. 

Mr. 'I. WALKER agreed that there should 
be no debate on this matter, according to 
.the ruling of Mr. Speaker. Prior to that 
ruling he was of a different opinion ; but of. 
course he, for one, was willing to abide by it. 

Mr. GARVA.'i' said that if the Clerk of 
the House had taken down wrong words 
it would be an absurdity to report them 
to Mr. Speaker He submitted that the 
present was the proper stage at which the 
question as to the correctness of the words 
should be dealt with. 

Mr. WALL submitted that there could 
not be two questions before the Commit­
tee. The only question before the Com-' 
mittee was that the words taken down be 
referred to Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. CRICK said he had endeavoured to 
.point out that when the words were re­
ported to the House there could then be no 
question as to their correctness. The course 
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would be for the member charged to make 
an explanation n,nd to withdraw. Some 
hon. members might think that the matter 
was a light one. The question was, how­
ever, one of establishing a precedent, 
directly in the teeth of the valuable pre­
cedent he had referred to. The Committe!') 
had placed itself in a nice muddle. · 

The CHAIRMAN: I have endeavoured to 
explain the hon. member's exact position. 
The words referred by the Committee 
to the House are the words taken down. 
No question can arise at the present junc­
ture as to the correctness of the words ; 
that ·is a question for the House when 
it resumes. The bon. member for West 
Macquarie is under a misapprehension. 
He will have the opportunity of explaining 
or denying the words taken down, and it 
will be for the House to decide whether it 
accepts that explanation or denial. Nay, 
more than that, it will be within the pro­
vince of hon. members to prove an addition 
or alteration of the words, as was done in 
the case I cited when offering my opinion. 

Motion agreed to. 

In the Hottse: 
Mr. MELVILLE : l\Ir. Speaker, during the 

debate on an item in the estimates, the hon. 
member for West 1\:I:acquarie was address­
ing the Committee, and whilst doing so 
the bon. and learned member for East 
Sydney (Mr. Reid) took exception to a 
certain expression made use of by the hon. 
member for West Macqunrie, and moved 
that it be taken down, indicating that 
the following was the expression in regard 
to which he complained :-"You cannot 
blacken the character of the devil, there­
fore you cannot blacken the character of 
Parkes."· The clerk at the table was 
ordered to take the words down. The 
words were taken down as indicated by 
the hon. and learned member for East 
Sydney, and, upon resolution of the Com­
mittee, the matter bas been referred to 
you~ and to the House, as to whether the 
words are or are not disorderly, and 
whether the hon. member for West Mac­
quarie was out of order in using the ex­
pression. I desire to say, Mr. Speaker, 
just this much~ with regard to this point 
of order. During the debate which has 
taken place upon the item before the Com­
mittee, much greater latitude has been 
,allowed than the ru1es of parliamentary 

procedure would allow. That latitude 
during the debate last evening wn,s taken 
exception to on a point of order by the 
bon. member for Queanbeyan. The Chair­
man pointed out to the Committee the 
difficulty of the position, and explaine!l 
that the actual rule of Parliament certainly 
would curtail and prevent the use of ex­
pressions and metaphors which were being 
used by hon. members ; but that the con­
sensus of opinion at that time seemed to 
be that the hon. member who was then 
addressing the Committee-the Colonial 
Secretary-should be allowed the latitude 
which his language indicated he desired. 
I pointed out to the Committee, that in 
allowing this latitude, Parliament being a 
law to itself, and being the power which 
created its own laws, we were treading on 
very dangerous ground, and the truth of 
that expression is now verified by the fact 
that· exception has been taken to an ex­
pression used by the hon. memberfor West 
Macquarie, and in regard to which there 
cannot be a second opinion that, in strict 
parliamentary law, it is disorderly. I 
have nothing further to S<ty, excepting that 
I have stated the matter as straightfor­
wardly as it is possible, under the circum­
stances. I would like to impress upon you, 
sir, that the latitude which, no doubt, bas 
given rise to this expression, and other ex­
pressions, was allowed because ofthede bate 
being of a peculiar character. The Colonial 
Secretary had felt it to be his duty to de­
fend himself against certain accusations 
which hn,ve been made, and to explain the 
peculiar position in which he was placed, 
and to justify his own action. I felt, in 
consequence of the latitude which had 
gradually crept in, and the nature of the 
motion which was being discussed, that as 
a ma,tter of honor I was bound to allow 
the Colonial Secretary that latitude which 
he himself felt it his province to take in 
reply to the charges made. I submit, 
Mr. Speaker, that the question of course 
arises as to whether hon. members can 
take that same latitude under the rule 
which, by unanimous opinion, was created 
at the time; but which was entirely out­
side the strict parliamentary law. 

Mr. SPEAKER: The pro<:edure in a ease 
of this kind is not to ask for the opinion 
of the Chair as to the character of the 
.wo11ds reported. It is now my duty to 
.call upo~ the. hon: member for \Vest 
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'1\facquarie to make such explanations and 
remarks with reference to the matter as 
be may choose, and then the ordinary course 

·is that the hon. member who has been 
charged, or whose words have been taken 
down and reported, should withdraw, and 
the House itself deal with the case. 

Mr. ORICK : I submit, in this case, that 
parliamentary usage and practice have 
been grossly violated. I say that, sir, not­
withstanding your ruling, because there 
are certain words before you which have 
been reported to you as having been 

·uttered by me, which I absolutely and 
emphatically deny uttering. That being 
so, I fail to see why I should proceed to 
offer any explanation whatever of words 
which I deny having uttered. It is not 
for me to say now what were the words I 
uttered. I do not see, Mr. Speaker, why 
I should be called upon to do that. A sup­
porter of the Government, seldom seem in 
this House of late, who has not heard the 
previous portion of the debate, and who has 
not heard the terms which haYe been ap­
plied to me, has suddenly turned up, full 
of piety and virtue, and has moved a 
motion which can have but one object, 
and that is to stop my mouth. It is well 
known to hon. members that, because of 
the position and latitude assumed by the 
Colonial Secretary, I had made up my 
-:tnind to make as strong and bitter an attack 
-on him as I possibly could. It may be 
that the hon. member, in his excessive 
loyalty to his chief, was desirous of shield­
ing him from any attack I might make. 
At any rate, he rushed hurriedly into the 
fray, and without my ever being asked to 
withdraw the words, or to apologise, which 
would have been the proper parliamentary 
course to pursue, as I shall show later on, 
he moved that the words be reported to 
the House. When the words were read 
out I at once denied having used them. 
They were read out a second time, and I 
again denied having used them. On two 
occasions I gave an emphatic denial that 
I had used those words. If I know any­
thing at all about parliamentary proce­
dure, short time as I have been in the 
House, it is that the emphatic denial of an 
bon. member must be taken. If there 
were such evidence before the Ohair as 
would justify the Ohair in coming to 
the conclusion that an hon. -member 
was trifling with the dignity of the 

[Mr. Speaker. 

House, and if there were no doubt what­
ever that the words taken down were the 
exact words used in such a case, the 
proper parliamentary course to pursue 
would be to ask the hon. member to with­
draw the words and apologise. Iftheaction 
of the hon. member was so gross and 
outrageous as to violate and strike a blow 
at the good order of Parliament, then it 
might be that other means would have to 
be adopted. But granting that I used 
those words, how can it be said that I 
struck a blow at the dignity of Parlia­
ment, which prevented Parliament from 
proceeding with the ordinary course of 
business 1 What was simpler or more 
easy, assuming that I did use those words, 
than that the Chairman should have re­
quired their withdrawal, and an apology 
to the Committee 1 Why, sir, I have seen 
an outrage and an assault committed here 
considered satisfactorily atoned for by the 
parties apologising. Let us take the case 
of the hon. member on whose behalf this 
champion of purity has come clown to the 
House to-night. Not long since, before 
you occupied the chair, the hon. member 
at the head of the Government, then the 
leader of the Opposition, made an attack 
on the government of the clay, and to show 
how elegant he can be at times, I shall 
read a short passage from the report of his 
speech: 

By slovenly, ignorant management of Parlia­
ment. That is why it is brought on in that way. 
If we had a man like the present Chief Justice, 
or like any of the men who have had charge of 
the affairs of the country, if our difficulties had 
been twice as large, we should have got through 
the business without this resort to brutal tactics. 
This is a brutal ministry, trying to govern with 
force-by brutal means. 

Mr. T. WALKER : That is far worse 
than what was said last night ! 

Mr. ORICK : Yes ; far worse. Sir 
Patrick Jennings thereupon rose to order, 
and then the question was put, "That the 
words be taken clown and reported to the 
House," and the hon. member had an op­
portunity of being heard, an opportunity 
which was denied to me to-night--a denial 
which, as I say, fortifies my opinion that 
it is simply an attempt to close my mouth 
during the remainder of this debate, in 
view of revelations that I may make. 
Why should the hon. member and those 
supporting him, when they found them­
selves in a majority, resist for three hours 
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the right I claim to be heard on this mat­
ter, as to whether I used .the words or not~ 
I wish to point out the wonderful fairness 
and independent spirit of bon. members: 
sitting opposite. Even '"hen the motion 
was·being finally put,.so as to bring you 
into the chair, when I rose again to ex­
plain and to deny the use of these words, 
the bon. member for Camden, with a 
greatness of heart which-could only be en­
closed in a frame so small, took the point 
of order that I was outside the strict rules 
of debate. That is the kind of harshness 
to which I. have been subjected. But 
how did a strong government treat the 
Colonial Secretary ~ So strong was their 
majority and so virulent and bitter had 
been his opposition, that they would have, 
from their point of view, been justified in 
passing the motion without debate. But 
they did not do that. They offered him 
every possible facility, though he had been 
a thorn in their side-not like I have been 
to this Government, assisting them in the 
only useful legislation they have passed 
throughout the session. \V ell, the first 
motion made on that occasion was, " That 
the words be taken down and reported to 
the House," and on that question the hon. 
member started to 9.clclress the House as 
follows:-

I may be permitted to address you, sir. I 
feel so scandalised, so utterly shocked, at the 
proceedings, and the attempt to force us after 
midnight to the consideration --

Thereupon ensued conflicting interruptions 
in which he was allowed to say all he 
wished to say, and afterwards the question 
was proposed, "That the words be taken 
clown and reported to the House." 

Hon. J.fembeTs: They are not the words! 
Si1· PatTick Jennings: If the hon. member has 

not the courage of his opinions and says they 
are not the words. 
Evidently he was going to follow the strict 
rule of Parliament and to accept the bon. 
member's disclaimer, although there were 
only three words complained of, "This 
brutal Ministry," and not, as in my case, 
a long sentence. 

Si1· HenTy Parkes: I admit the truth of the· 
words. 
So that when the question was put that 
the Chairman leave the chair and report 
the words to Mr. Speaker, there could be 
only one question fairly put before the 
House, which was : Were the words dis- · 
orderly 1. What is the question now 1. 

First, it is : " Did I use the words~,· 
Again, I absolutely deny that I used the 
words. I now call to my aid ·the almost 
inviolable rule of Parliament that the dis­
claimer of an bon. member shall be ac­
cepted. I am now placed in this position ~ 
That having denied the use of the words 
I am asked if I have anything to say in 
explanation of the words. Well, what 
are disorderly words 1 I admit that if I 
had used these words there could be little 
said, for according to the strict rule of 
parliamentary debate they would be dis­
orderly. But I will ask the hon. member 
who held the brief for the Premier on that 
occasion-! will ask the bon. member who 
came down to the House and argued that 
the words "this brutal Ministry" were not 
disorderl:f~'Yords, but were 'V:o~·ds for_which 
the Premier· should not be vlSlted with the 
displeasure of the House --

An RoN. ME)IBER : Who was that bon~ 
member1 

Mr. CRICK : The apostle of purity to­
night, the hon. and learned member fol": 
East Sydney, Mr. Reid, was the man who 
came down and defended disorder on that 
occasion.. I do not know whether this 
bon. gentleman, who comes down teeming 
over with a desire to preserve the dignity 
of the House, is prepared to say that the· 
words I have used to-night, if I admit 
them for the sake of argument, are one 
whit more disorderly than those used by 
the Premier last night towards me. Surely 
to heaven if a man sits and listens to vio­
lent, abusive, and unwarrantable attacks 
on himself, the man who makes the attack 
is not coward enough to claim the privi­
leges of Parliament to protect him from an. 
attack brought about by his own conduct! 

Mr. GARVAN: And in the same debate! • 
Mr. CRICK : It was admitted by the­

Premier that in the course of a long speech 
made by me against this item he had notb- · 
ing to complain of, whereas be expected­
and I dare sa.y many bon. members ex­
pected-a violent attack on him at my 
hands. I will undertake to say that be·. 
was surprised at the considerate tone of 
my speech. And, then, what does he come-· 
down and say the following night~- Aftel" 
taking a day to consider, not stinging • 
under anything said·hy any one, not smart­
ing under the inflic~ion of violent personal 
abuse, but having slept upon the matte!" 
and thougJ:lt it out, next· day he· comes. 

··.··~ 
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down to the House, and after· attacking 
the gentleman I follow on this side in a 
long string of vulgar epithets unequalled 
in the history of the creature referred to 
by himself.=-an angry fish-wife-looking 
across to where I was sitting, he used these 
words, referring to other men who lived 
in days gone by: 

They stood face to face like men, and did not, 
like those of a later day, crawl about the face of 
the earth, which they beslime with their un­
sightly and poisonous carcases. 

Mr. DIBBS: That is eloquent language! 
. · Mr. CRICK : I crept about the earth! I 
crawled about the face of the earth ! I 
beslimed the earth with my ~nsightly and 
poisonous carcass ! I am to sit here and 
listen to language like that applied to me, 
and when I get up to retaliate, I am to 
be tripped up by an bon. member who I 
venture to say during this session has 
d_one nothing but act as wet-nurse to the 
imbecile members of the Government. 

Mr. TooHEY : Not a wet-nurse ; a dry 
nurse! 

Mr. CRICK : The Premier would not 
have dared to take this point of order. 
Having said his worst, he would not, if I 
know anything of him at all, have taken 
the point of order under the severest casti­
gation which could be poured out on him. 
Probably he told this faithful gentleman 
to come and do his dirty work. Do not 
let the House think that I am asking for 
any consideration. I do not care a snap 
of my fingers if the House expels me, and 
the hon. member, or any hon. member 
who voted to-night on this question, can 
come to West Macquarie and fight it out. 
I should beat any man, from the Premier 
downwards or upwards, on this most scan­
dalous proceeding, in any country electo­
rate in the colony. r shall not deny that 
the words I used at the time were strong 
words-not so insulting as the words 
quoted in the motion ; but words justifi­
able, and brought forth, in my opinion, 
just after a division had been taken, and 
a vote recorded, which I, whether rightly 
or wrongly, looked upon as a vote which 
was a disgrace to Parliament-which I 
looked upon from my point of view as a 
dishonest vote. Feeling that, I spoke 
strongly, undoubtedly; but I did not, and 
I again reiterate my denial, use the words 
you have before you. I do not think I 
shall trouble. the House with any reference 

[Mr. Orick. 

to the ·advocacy of the hon. 'and learned 
member· on the occasion when the Pre­
mier was put out of the Chamber. But I 
shall refer to the course then taken, even 
after the disorderly words had been re­
ported to the House. Mr. Speaker ruled 
that on the face of them the words were 
disorderly. What did the premier of the 
day do ~ Sir Patrick Jennings said : 

The hon. member for St. Leonarda having 
declined to withdraw the words, and admitting 
them to be substantially correct --

What was he about to do 1 After neither 
denying nor withdrawing the '~ords, there 
was an end to the proceedings. But is 
that the case to night~ 
. Mr. BRUCE s~nTH: The hon. member 

was asked to withdraw them! 
Mr. CRICK : I was asked outside to 

withdraw them. 
Mr. PAUL: I asked the hon. member 

across the table ! 
Mr. CRICK: I admit that the hon. mem­

ber for Bathurst asked me privately, but 
it was done more out of personal friend­
ship to me. 

Mr. PAUL: I asked the hon. member 
both privately and publicly! 

l\ir. CRICK : While I was resting over 
there I heard an hon. member's advice to 
withdraw the words, and with as much 
bitterness as I could throw into my tone 
I said, "No." 

Mr. PAUL: Both privately and publicly 
I asked the bon. member ! 

Mr. CRICK : I am pointing out the 
.course which was offered to be taken in 
regard to the Premier when his denial 
would have been accepted, when his with­
drawal would have been accepted. But 
that course could not be taken to-night. 
I have said all I intend to say; I am per­
fectly indifferent what decision the House 
comes to. I think whatever may be the 
verdict of the House to-night, the verdict 
of the country will be with me, and al­
though there may be many in and out of 
the House who may not approve of every­
thing I may do, I can find a good many 
who approve of most of what I do. 

Mr. McMILLAN : I am sure that the 
House will have too much regard for its 
·own dignity and independence to take the 
irrevelant and angry tirade of the hon. · 
member as a proper excuse and justifica· 
tion for his conduct to-night. The law of 
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Parlia~1ent aliows, in. outrageorts ca~es, 
a certam course to be adopted. I thmk 
h_on. members will allow that the expres­
siOn used by the bon. member was an out­
rage on Parliament. 

1\fr. LYNE : Then the Premier bas out­
raged Parliament very often ! 

~1~·· McJY!I~L~N : I ~ay say that in my 
pos1t10n as mnuster, bem"' desirous to get 
on with the business of the House I was 
waiting anxiously to see if the bon'. mem­
ber for West Macquarie, after the re­
flect~on which was allowed to him during 
the mterval between the utterance of the 
expression and its being reported to the 
House, would come to a better frame of 
mind, and expbin and apologise to the 
House. The bon. member says that the 
words taken down were not the words be 
used ; but, in the first place, he does not 
tell us what words he did use, which would 
have been a candid and ingenuous way of 
dealing with the matter ; and, in the 
second place, he does not, and he dare 
not, deny the absolute accuracy of the 
substance of the words. There is no 
doubt that though one or two of the 
words may not be the exact words used, 
the sentence embodied in the resolution 
is exactly the real substance of what be 
~aid ; and twist it about as you like, it 
IS a gross and malignant insult against 
the bon. member who is at the head of 
the House. 
· l\Ir. LYNE: And who has disgraced it! 
. Mr. Mc:iHILLAN : I do not think it is 
necessary to say anything more. We have, 
I am thankful to say, certain rules which 
govern us. The Committee allowed these 
words to be taken down and reported 
to Mr. Speaker, which I take it is a decla­
ration that the House considers that the 
expression was an outrage on Parliament. 
I think it is absurd to debate the ques-

. tion wh_ether it is or is not a disorderly 
expressiOn. The only argument which 
the hon. member adduced on his own be­
h~lf was that other expressions equally 
disorderly had been used at other times by 
other members. But that is not a law to 
us-two wrongs do not make a right, and it 
does not follow that the other expressions 
would not have been ruled to be disorderly 
if attflnt.ion had beell called to them at the 
time they were uttered. I heg to move : 

That Mr. Crick, the hon. member for West 
Macquarie, is guilty of wilfully and vexatiously 

interrupting the ordinary conduct of the busi­
ness of this House, wherefore this House ad­
judges him guilty of a contempt of this House. 

Mr. TooHEY : Before the resolution is 
put from the Chair I desire to raise a ques­
tion of order. The resolution affirms a 
certain statement in regard to the bon. 
member for West Macquarie; but there 
is no proof before you that he is guilty of 
any conduct of the kind, either in Com­
mittee or in the House. The bon. member 
has denied the use of the words. ·Accord­
ing to the law of Parliament, the bon. 
member's denial should be accepted, and I 
contend that the reassertion in the resolu­
tion of the use of the words is not in 
order. 

Mr. SPEAKER:· There is no rule under 
whi~h t~. Chair can . d~cide that such a 
motwncannot be put; 1t 1s for the House it­
self to d~ide. The bon. member's reasons 
would be very good if ur,.ed a<Yainst the 
adoption of the motion ; b~t there is no 
reason why the motion should not be put to 
the House. 

Question proposed. 
Mr. WALL : I rise to order. The Colo­

nial Treasurer says that the words in the 
motion were the words used by the bon. 
mem her for vV est Macquarie. 

Mr. McMILLAN : I said nothincr of the 
hl~! b 

Mr. WALL : Well, the bon. member 
said som~thing to the effect that they were 
substantially the same as the words which 
were used. We are called on to punish 
an bon. member for contempt of the 
House, for uttering words which are not 
covered by the motion. Certain words 
have been reported to the House. The 
bon. member for West Macquarie d5'nies 
that be used the words, and the Colonial 
Treasurer will not assert that they were 
the words, but says, in effect, that they con­
vey the same meaning as would be con­
veyed by some words-which we do not 
know-that have been used in Committee. 
Those words probably conveyed a very 
bad impression as to the character of the 
Premier; but we have to deal alone with 
the words which have been reported. 

Mr. McMILLAN : I assert 'that they 
"\ve1·e t,he words useLl, to the best of my 
recollection ! 

Mr. TOOHEY: The bon. member has 
submitted a motion on his recollection 
only! 

•' 
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'Mr. McMILLAN : I did not say that 
these were not the words used. I went 
on to argue, with regard to the position of 
the hon. member, that, in the first place, he 
did not tell us what the words he used 
were; and even if he did. deny having 
used the words taken down he did not 
contend, although he denied them, that 
they were not substantially the same as 
those he used . 

Mr. TooHEY: 'Why should he so con­
tend 1 He has only to deny the use of 
the words! 

~fr. vV ALL: The Colonial Treasurer did 
not assert, I submit, that these words 
,.Y.ere the words used by the hon. member. 

Mr. SPEAKER : Perhaps the hon. mem­
ber.will allow me to interpose~ .All his 
reasoning may be very good if used against 
the adoption of the motion ; but' there can 
be no question about putting th'~ motion 
before the House : it is in the power of the 
House either to accept or to reject it. 

1\'l:r. TooHEY : The resolution affirms 
certain conduct in respect to the hon. 
member for West Macquarie, which he 
denies. Surely the very putting of the 
resolution from the Chair is a reflection 
on the bon. member, without a vote being 
taken at all~ 

Mr. SPEAKER : I can see no force in the 
hon. member's reasoning. It is no reflec­
tion on the hon. member, or if there is 
any reflection, it will be removed if the 
House does not pass the motion. I repeat 
that there can be no reason why it should 
not be put to the House. 

Mr. GARVAN: I think it is undoubt­
edly to be regretted that this extreme 
waste of time has occurred. .As has been 
repoz:ted to you, sir, the very character of 
the debate from its inception up to the 
time it was interrupted has been to give a 
large latitude to each speaker, and after 
such wide latitude has been given, I main­
tain that no new rule can be set up dur­
ing the debate in that respect. Even a 
sense of fair play must manifest itself if 
there was no rule whatever. 

Mr. LYNE : The han. member does not 
suppose the hon. and learned member for 
East Syd:q.ey has any sense of fair play ! 

Mr. GARVAN: I am not going to at­
tribute that to any hon. member. My 
impression is that every hon. member has 
a sense of fair play, and if properly ap­
pealed to it will be shown. 

Mr. McMILLAN : . There. is a difference 
between latitude of ·debate and latitude of 
license! 

Mr. GARVAN: I maintain that the lati­
tude of both language and debate which-the 

·bon. memberfor West Macquarieis charged 
with infringing, was allowed to a much 
greater extent during tl:tat debate, an~ per­
mitted not to an insignificant member of the 
House, but to the leader of the Hous.e., 
Speaking on the same question, and in the 
same debate, in an attempt to reply, to one 
of the grossest and most offensive attackS 
on himself, though in language not nearly, so 
offensive, the hon. member for ·west Mac­
quarie was most unfairly attempted to tbe 
stopped. I claim .that. the rules of Par­
liament have for their object the giving of 
the fullest fair play in debate, and no con­
sideration will be permitted which violates 
the principle of fair play ; and unquestion­
ably it would be a grievous outrage on.fair 
play, if after the language which the Pre-. 
mier used, the hon. member's mouth were 
closed in the same debate, and he were 
not allowed to reply in even less viru­
lent language to his accuser. I regret 
myself, I must candidly admit, the char­
acter and tone of the debate right through. 
I think that in the best interests of the 
House the character of a number of the 
speeches is to be regretted exceedingly. 
But for that I am not responsible. If 
there is one member who is charged above 
all others with responsibility for the con­
duct of debate, it is the leader of the 
House. I claim that the hon. member 
for vVest Macquarie is only following the 
example set by the leader of the House, 
and in this very deba~e. Is it right then 
that you should be called on' to put in force 
a rule which violates every instinct of fair 
play-that the hon. member for ·west· 

.Macquarie, replying, as was undoubtedly 
the right of any man with the instincts of a 
man, and hurling back the accusation of the 
leader of the House, is to be stopped from 
using lesser weapons that even that hon. 
member used~ I ask you if that is what 
you are called upon to· rule: in this .Aus­
tralian Parliament, and at the instance 
of whom~ .A gentleman of undoubted 
ability, who has very frequently absented 
himself from the House, and particularly 
during this very debate. I am positive, 
opposed as I am to the other side, that 
had he been present and heard the lati-
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tude claimed and exercised by the Pre­
mier, his sense of fair play would haye 
prevented him from taking this point. 
There is nothing more cowardly, nothing 
more unmanly in the world than that, 
after the leader, and the able and un­
doubted leader of the House, has had the 
privilege accorded to him to attack his 
opponents, his opponents shall have a rule 
instituted which shall deprive them of 
that liberty which he was allowed to ex­
·ercise against them. It is to the everlast­
ing discredit of any hon. member who 
seeks to put in force any rule of that 
kind. If such a rule existed I should 
trample it into the very dust, and should 
put up with any consequences which 
could possibly follow from my act. - Take 
the case where the present Premier was 
placed in a somewhat similar position, and 
compare it with what has taken place 
now. vVhen the hon. member, Sir Henry 
Parkes, was accused of disorderly con­
duct, he had every latitude accorded to 
him; he had the privilege of withdraw­
ing the words if he thought fit; he had 
the privilege of denying the accuracy of 
them, and either act would have been ac­
cepted at that time as· full satisfaction of 
his obligations to Parliament. But neither 
of those conditions is allowed to the hon. 
member for vVest Macquarie. Is that 
honorable or fair treatment~ Would it 
be an honorable precedent for you to set 
up in direct opposition to the treatment 
which was meted out to Sir Henry Parkes 
when he was placed in a similar position~ 
A proceeding of that kind must savour of 
absolute cowardice-absolute unmanliness 
as against·the hon. member for West :M:ac­
quarie. Take the very words themselves~ 
Who is to put the inter1'retation on them~ 

You c:tnnot blacken the character of the devil, 
therefore you cannot blacken the cb aracter of 
Parkes. 

Mr. LYNE : He did not use those words! 
Mr. REID : Fortunately there is a Han­

sanl. I shall be willing to leave it . to 
Hansard I 

Mr. GARVAN: I venture to say that in 
the opinion of any competent literary 
or teaching ch:uacter in the colony, the 
words are fairly open to the very opposite 
interpretation to that which is put on them 
to-night. I claim that except the language 
used is clear and undoubted in its worst 
interpretation, then the House is not war-

IS P 

ranted in adopting the worst interpretation. 
As you will remark, there are only two 
words in this expression which in them­
selves could be offensive-that is to say, 
the name of the devil on one side, and the 
name of Parkes on the other. · 

Mr. Dmns : And the ·deep sea between 
them! 

Mr. GARVAN: I presume that the name 
. "Parkes " is not an outrage on Parlia­
ment; consequently the name of the devil. 
is the objectionable term. The term "devil" 
is used in so many phases, that it is 

·rarely, if ever, accepted in a very offensive 
sense. 

Mr. Dmns : It is a term of endearment 
in some cases ! 

Mr. GARVAN: It is used as a mere exple­
tive f1·equently. Let me take the inter­
pretation put on the word by most com­
petent English authorities. In "'Walker's 
Dictionary," for instance, "devil " is de­
fined as 

a being described in the Scriptures. 

I do not know, to begin with, that it is 
any great offence to a man to be compared 
with "a being described in the Scriptures"; 

. some are described in very much worse 
books. 

As a fallen angel. 

I do not know that "Parkes" was ever an 
angel, and certainly the ·comparison with 
an angel that had fallen is not in itself 
exceedingly offensive ; many a good man 
has fallen. 

An HoN. l\'lE)IBEH: Bi:tt not many good 
angels! 

Mr. GARVAN: The definition J>roceeds: 
\\

7 hose occupation is to tempt man. 

I shall take the very a.ntithesis of that­
that the devil is a being whose occupation 
is to tempt woman. · 

l\1r. Dmns : That is what he does all his 
life! 

l\1r. GARVAN : If it is an offence in 
itself to charge the hon. member with 
being a man whose special province it is 
to tempt man, is it offensive to apply to 
him the very opposite interpretation of 
the term" devil "-that he is a. man whose 
special province it is to tempt woman~ 
You must put either one interpretation or 
the other on the term. 

1\fr. McMiLLAN : That is a curious anti­
thesis ! 

• i 

. I 

'1! 

• 

• 



I~ 

... . ..•.. 

5922 Supply. [ASSEMBLY.] .iJfr. John Davies. 

Mr. GARVAN : I claim that the same 
interpretation cannot be put on two oppo­
site terms. This authority says : 

It is also used adverbially and interjectionally 
with much looseness of meaning or as a mere 
expletive. 
Where these varied interpretations are put 
on the term I claim that under that liberty 
of free speech which is permitted, you are 
not justified in putting an interpretation 
of the worst character on the word. I 
claim that where it is open to varied inter­
pretations you must clearly give the person 
accused all the benefit of a doubtful inter­
pretation. Let me now read the defini­
tion of the word " devil" from the "Im­
perial Dictionary " : 

Diawl, which, Owen supposes to be com· 
pounded of Di, a negative, and Awl, light-one 
without light. 

There is a description given of an Irish 
devil. 

The Irish is diabhail, which according to 
O'Brien is composed of Dia, deity, and bhal, air 
-god of the air. 

Is it an outrage on Parliament to apply 
'that interpretation to " Parkes" 1 

Mr. T. 'N ALKER : He is god of the hair ! 
Mr. GARYAN: But perhaps the friends 

of " Parkes " do not look on him as an 
Irish devil. They choose to p~t another 
interpretation on the term ; and perhaps 
their more particular knowledge of the 
hon. gentleman warrants them in apply­
ing that particular interpretation to him. 
I claim that you, who are not supposed to 
know any of the bad qualities of the 
gentleman referred to, will not see any 
special likeness between "Parkes" and the 
other gentleman. While it may be ludic­
rous, I claim that I am on strong argu­
mentative ground. .The first meaning of 
the term I see given here is certainly not 
a meaning which could be offensively ap­
plied to any one; and I claim that an 
offensive interpretation could only be put 
on it by people who saw a similarity by 
reason of their intimate knowledge of the 
persons compared. Now, that intimate 
knowledge, if it has giYen them the oppor­
tunity of knowing how like the hon. mem­
ber is to that devil described here, will 
not warrant you in putting the worst in­
terpretation on the expression. I claim 
that where it is reasonable and logical that 
a different interpretation can fairly be put 
upon the term, it is your duty to rule 

[ lJlr. Garvan. 

within the privileges of free speech that 
the most reasonable and charitable inter­
pretation should be put on the words. 

An HoN. MEMBER : Have you any more 
devils there ~ 

Mr. GARVAN : There are a few ·more 
here: 

In our translation of the New Testament the 
word is frequently and erroneously used for 
demon. 
Another definition is : 

A very wicked person, and, in ludicrous lan· 
guage, any great evil. 

I maintain that one is perfectly justified 
'in this House in describing the leader of 
the Government as a "great evil " to this 
country. However offensive it may be, 
still it is undoubtedly within the province 
of free speech to describe him in even 
stronger language than that. I maintain 
that the interpretations put upon the term 
by these authorities should fairly guide you 
in your decision : 

In profane language it is an expletive expres. 
sing won~er, vexation, &c. 

Even with the previous interpretation .put 
on the term, I ask you is it not in the pro­
vince of .any person using the term to adopt 
any of the interpretations I am putting on 
the word, instead of the worst which can 
be suggested 1 It is further described as 
" an idol." I ask you if the term " idol " 
were applied to " Parkes," would it be an 
offensive term, seeing that that meaning is· 
given to the word by one of the best dic­
tionaries in our language 7 The devil is 
also described as "a false god." 

Mr. WILLIS: I rise to order. I desire 
to know if it it is not distinctly out of 
order for hon. members to read newspapers 
in the Chamber during a debate 1 

Mr. SPEAKER : Some years ago the prac­
tice was l1eld to be out of order; but of late 
years it has been held to be in order so 
long as hon. members, by their reading, do 
not interrupt the proceedings of the House. 
· 1\ir. GARVAN: I now claim that on a 
broad and generous interpretation of terms 
as based on the experience of this debate, 
it would be absolutely at variance with 
every principle of fair play to put into 
'force a strict rule against the hon. member 
for West Macquarie during that same 
debate, when greater latitude was :tllowed 
the leader of the Government. If any 
latitude is to be allowed at all, it should 
be allowed to the humbler members of the 
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H·ouse, who, by reaso·n :of youth and inex­
:perl.ence, find ·it more difficult ·to .choose 
language within the rules of parliamentary 
debate, and Parliament should not be 
'Prone to put 'the strictest and harshest in­
terpretation on the language of any hon. 
member. I therefore trust that the House 
will negative the. motion if it does not want 
to bring Parliament, and the _party ·who 
are seeking to put the rule in force, into 
·utter contempt before every man who 
honors manhood throughout the country. 
I feel that if the motion is not negatived, 
the rule 'is one which should be outraged 
and trampled ·under foot, and broken at 
any time. 

Mr. REID : I think the fact that an 
hon. member like the hon. member for 
Eden, whom every one respects, cnuld 
utter the speech which he has ·uttered to­
night, is the most direct proof of the de­
moralising effect which seems to accom­
pany an ·attendance in the House. The 
1hon. member has 'had what ·in any other 
man who is not so earnest as himself 
.would be the indecent audacity to enter 
upon a dictionary--

Mr. GA:RVAN: I claim that the words 
"·indecent audacity," as applied to me, be 
taken down. 

Mr. REID : I did not apply the words 
to the hon. member. I said, "in the case 
of any other man." 

Mr. TooHEY : I rise to order. I sub­
mit that the bon. member for Eden, hav­
ing claimed that the words be taken down, 
and the words having been taken down, 
the hon. and learned member lms a certain 
course open to him. 

Mr. SPEAKER : I beg the bon. member's 
pardon. The words have not been taken 
clown yet : the clerk has not been in­
structed to take them clown. 

Mr. REID: Hon. members with any 
sense of accuracy must know that I said 
distinctly that if it were the case of any 
other man but the hon. member for Eden 
I should consider it indecent audacity. 

Mr. T. WALKER: The hon. and learned 
member referred to the hon. member for 
Eden. 

Mr. REID: I said in the case of any 
other man. · 

Mr. SPEAKER : I understood the hon. 
·and learned member to speak exactly in 
the sense he has explained. I would point 

·out .that even in the other sense they are 

.•. t.: 

clearly words wliich 'may be used 'in the 
House in characterising ·.the speech .of 

.another hon. =ember. 
An HoN. ME~IBER: Not twoJawsJ 
MT. TOOHEY : I submit that you have 

decided that words of which you are ·not 
cognisant shall be subject-matter for debate. 

!Ylr. SPEAKER: The.hon. member .is~now 
discussing a ruling of the Chair which is 
not pr.operly before the House, and, there­
fore cannot be discussed now. I gather 
Jrom ·his remarks that he thinks I should 
have ordered the words to be taken down. 
There is no ruling of .mine to the effect 
that words shall be taken down simply on 
the demand of an hon. mem her. I think 
it is the duty. of the .Chair, whether in 
·the House or .in Committee, to decide 
.:for itself as to the necessity for taking 
·down words on the demand of an hon. 
member; and with reference to the words 
:to •which the hon. member has alluded, 
the Chairman, exercising that discretion, 
.has, .I believe, ordered the words to be 
taken down. · 

Mr. TooHEY: I wish to put my point 
of .order. The Chairman did not order 
the words to be taken down ; but those 
words are now subject-matter for debate: 

Mr. SP!"AKER : This point cannot he 
taken now as to the question which has 
been before the House, and which has 
been decided. I£ the hon. member de­
sires to ·insist that it was the duty of the 
Chair to order that the words used by the 
hon. and learned member, Mr. Reid, be 
taken down, and if he chooses to refer the 
point to the House, he may do so. 

:Mr. TooHEY: I do take that point of 
order. We are discussing now a matter 
of which the Chair is not cognisant, except 
through the Chairman of Committees. 
But this is a point of order which embraces 
the whole subject-matter of the debate. 
The Chair heard the words used, and we 
claim that the words be taken down, other­
wise the subject-matter of the whole debate 
is lost. I hold that the words then were 
used in a certain way. 

Mr. T. WALKER : I submit it is now too 
.late to take down the words. According 
to "May," page 377 : 

'The Commons have agreed that when ariy 
member had spoken between, no words which 
had passed before could be taken notice of, so 
as to be written down in order to a censure. 

Which is precisely the case now, 

·j 
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Mr. GARVAN: No; I moved that they 
be taken down ! 

Mr. T. '\Y AJ,KER : I did not understand 
the hon. member to move that motion. 
Of course that disposes of my point of 
order. 

Mr. SPEAKER : The Chair has ruled that 
these words are not of necessity to be 
taken down, because it is demanded by an 
hon. member. If the hon. member for 
South Sydney chooses to dissent from that 
ruling by a distinct motion, of course he 
will be in order, but not otherwise. 

Mr. TOOHEY : I dissent from your 
· ruling. 

Mr. T. WALKER : Then I shall insist on 
my point of order. I submit that the 
Chair having spoken, and other hon. mem­
bers having spoken, to the point of order, 
it is now too late to move that the words 
be taken down. 

Mr. GARVAN: Immediately the words 
were uttered by the hon. and learned 
member for East Sydney I moved that 
they be taken down, and in order that no 
other business may intervene and put me 
out of court, I claim that that motion 
should be stated from the Chair. 

Mr. REID: The hon. member for Eden 
seems to forget that before Mr. Speaker 
gave any ruling, or expressed an opinion 
as to whether the words should be taken 
down, I fortunately had an opportunity to 
point out that I did not apply the words 
to the bon. gentleman; but, on the con­
trary, I said, "If it were any othet' man 
but the hon. member I should consider it 
indecent audacity." 

Mr. GARVAN: I will take the words 
exactly as the hon. and learned member 
used them. ''If any other hon. member 
had the indecent audacity." 

Mr. REID: Oh, no! 
Mr. GARVAN: Those are undoubtedly 

the words which the hon. and learned 
member used, and he exempted everybody 
else from the term, and applied it to me. 

Mr. REID : I was paying the lwn. mem­
ber a compliment all the time ! 

l\fr .. GARVAN: I claim that the term 
"inuecent audacity" cannot, in accordance 
with parliamentary usage, be applied to 
any hon. member. Indecent behaviour is 
a crime under the law of the country; in­
decent audacity is even more offensi,·e than 
indecent behaviour. I agttin move that 
the words be taken down. 

[Mr. T. Wall,;er. 

Mr. SPEAKER : I must again say that 
the motion has not been accepted. It is 
laid down in "May" that no question 
n<:Jed be put by the Chair. The question 
for the Chait· to decide is whether it is the 
almost unanimous desire of the House that 
the words pe taken down. I think the 
Chair has the right to exercise its dis­
cretion, subject, of course, to the appro,·al 
of the House, as to whether the words are 
disorderly, and whether it is the general 

. desire that they be taken down. I do not 
think that the words are disorderly, and 
unless the hon. member for South Sydney 
desires to dissent from the position I have 
taken up, not with reference to the words, 
but as to the discretion of the Chair, I 
think the question is not arguable. 

Mr. GARVAN: As I was the prime mover 
in this matter, and as the words had special 
reference to myself, I beg to state that my 
desire was not to limit the right of the 
hon. and learned member in applying even 
more offensive terms to me if he saw fit, 
but only to emphasise the position taken 
up with reference to the other point which 
is before the House. :M:y desire is to give 
the hon. and learned member the fullest 
liberty, and if he uses an infinitely more 
offensive term than "indecent audacity" 
I shall not claim any right to curtail his 
liberty of speech. 

Mr. TooHEY : I persist in my point of 
order for this reason : that the Chair can 
only been guided, as it has admitted, by 
the wish of the House as to whether the 
words be taken down or not. I have no 
desire to reflect on the conduct of the 
Chair ; but there is an important element 
'in the discussion, which for the moment is 
lost sight of by the House, namely, that 
certain words were heard by the Chair, 
and by the House; but certain other words, 
of which neither the Chair nor the House 
is cognisant, are the subject-matter of a 
resolution. I have been debating all night 
long the impossibility of arriving at a con­
clusion, unless some final authority shall 
be submitted to. You have undertaken 
the final responsibility in saying that these 
words shall not be taken down, because 
you do not think they are the exa'ct 
words. The Chairman of Committ.ees, in 
dealing with the other question, did not 
admit that the words were used, yet the 
very same words form the subject-matter 
of the resolution we are dealing with. 
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l\1r. REID : The Chairman never ques­
tioned that the words were used ; but l\'Ir. 
Speaker has ! 

l\'Ir. TooHEY: Mr. Speaker knows 
nothing of that; the Chairman neither 
admitted nor denied the use of the words. 
I hold that your ruling is wrong, and if it 
is right, the hon. and learned member's 
resolution is altogether wrong. I move: 

That the House dissent from Mr. Speaker's 
ruling, that words uttered by a member of the 
Chamber, reflecting on the character of an­
other member, shall be taken down 'only by the 
will or vote of the House, or the judgment of 
Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. T. WALKER : Four and a half hours 
wasted! 

Mr. REID : It is the most orderly four 
and a half hours we have had for weeks! 

Mr. TOOHEY : Mr. Speaker is under the 
impression that my motion is hardly a 
correct statement of the case. He holds 
that he can tell what is the will of the 
House. My contention is, that the will of 
the House is the voice or the vote of the 
House, not the suggestion of any indi­
vidual. 

Mr. REID : 'The hon. member assumes 
that the words reflect on the character of 
a member. That is the point at issue. 
l\fr. Speaker says it is for him, to some 
extent, to consider whether they do reflect 
upon him. 

Mr. TooHEY : It is not the question of 
reflecting upon any" one that I am discuss­
ing, but the question as to the words being 
taken down. 

. Mr. SPEAKER : vVords uttered by a 
member of the House reflecting on the 
character of another member are taken 
down only uy the will or vote of the 
House or the judgment of the Speaker. I 
should like to point out that I have not 
admitted that any words used did reflect 
on the character of an hon. member. In 
my opinion they did not, and for that rea­
son I did not give instructions on the de­
mand of that hon. member that the words 
should be ·taken down. If, in my opinion, 
the words did reflect upon an hon. mem­
ber, and there had been a desire on the 
part of the House, expressed without dis­
sent from any portion of the House, then, 
acting on my discretion, I should have 
ordered the words to be taken down. I 
cannot conceive that the motion represents 
the state of affairs at all. 

.... 

l\'Ir. ToOJJEY: Suppose that a member 
uses words reflecting upon another, is that 
member not to be the judge as to whether 
the words reflect upon him ~ One man 
may think that words are not offensive, 
whilst another may think the wost deli­
cate innuendo extremely offensive. You, 
sir, have held over and over again that if 
a· member thinks words used respecting 
himself are offensive those· words must be 
withdrawn. The hon. member, in this · 
case, distinctly complained alid asked that 
the words be taken down. 

Mr. SPEAKER : I do not wish to enter 
into any argument with the hon. member, 
who is now speaking on an entirely different 
state of affairs. If an bon. member com­
plains that any words used are offensive, 

. the Chair always expresses a desire that 
the words shall be withdrawn. If the 
words are taken clown, they come under 
quite a different rule of parliamentary pro­
cedure, and I think I have correctly laid 
down that rule. At any rate, I cannot 
accept the hon. member's motion as em­
bodying the decision of the Chair from 
which the hon. member would wish to dis­
sent. 

l\'Ir. TooJJEY : Will you write down your 
ruling, Mr .. Speaker, so that I can have 

.. something to guide me ~ 
l\'Ir. MELVILLE : It has been stated that 

the words were not at all offensive, yet the 
hon. member says in a resolution that they 
were. 

l\'Ir. 'l'oOJJEY: You hold, Mr. Speaker, 
that words which a member considers 
offensive shall not be taken down 1 

l\'Ir. SPEAKER : Unless in the opinion of 
the Chair they are offensive or disorderly. 
That is the reason which I have already 
given. 

Mr. ToOJJEY : I shall withdraw my reso­
lution, and I shall now be able to discuss 
this question in a new light altogether. 
The hon. member for Eden himself ·is de­
sirous that I should not proceed with the 
mo.tion. 

Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 
Mr. REID : I can assure the hon. mem­

ber for Eden-and it was the tenor of all 
my remarks the whole time that I was re­
ferring to him as ct. gentleman whom I be­
lieved to be in earnest, as earnest as any 
other member --

1\'Ir. GARVAN: Does the ho~. and learned 
m9mber apply the expression to the other 
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136 members; because if he does that 
makes it 136 times more offensive~ 

· Mr. REID: The hon. member is on the 
horns of a dilemma; but when he gets on 
the horns of a devil he will not refer to 
the dictionary for the name that he is 
known by. So far fromhavingthe slightest 
desire to interrupt the hon. member for 
West 1\'l:acquarie, I had no idea of raising 
a·point of order until I heard the words 
which have been taken down. They struck 
me Ull words amounting to the vilest attack 
on the character of any man which I ever 
heard. I have never taken a similar course 
during the whole time that I have been in 
this House. I admit that too often vile 
epithets are hurled from one side of the 
Chamber to the other; but we have come 
latterly to such a pitch that it is time some 
one stepped forward to protest against it. 
I think it is the most honorable thing 
that I could do for the people of this 
country. I was impelled to do it by my 
opinion of the words used towards the 
Colonial Secretary. Do not let us forget 
the words that preceded the language that 
was taken down. The hon. member was 
talking about a depth and a lower depth. 

Mr. TooHEY rose to order. He sub­
mitted that the hon. member was not in 
order in quoting words used prior to the 
words that were taken down: 

Mr. GARVAN: I claim that the merits 
or demerits of the words taken down 
alone should be discussed now. 

1\ir. REID: The hon. member for Eden 
thought fit to go to the dictionary; but I. 
am simply giving the words immediately 
preceding thewordswhich were taken clown 
in order to help us to understand those 
words. That is better than going to a 
dictionary for the meaning of the words. 

1\Ir. SPEAKER : The hon. and learned 
member for East Sydney was replying to 
some remarks made by the hon. member 
whose. conduct is under discussion, and I 
can scarcely rule him to be out of order in· 
so doing. I would point out that the hon. 
member for West Macquarie, his conduct 
bemg under consideration, was entitled: to 
greater latitude than would be allowed to 
any other hon. member. I would suggest 
to· the hon. and learned' member for East 
Sydney that it would scarcely·be in order 
for him to refer at greater length than l1e 
has done to those words. 

[Mr. Reid. 

1\'Ir. REID : It was only my desire that 
the bon. member for vVest 1\iacquarie 
should be allowed to give the fullest ex­
planation possible, and he entered into a 
number of matters not strictly relevant to 
the point. It struck me that the hon. 
member's language amounted to the vilest 
and most abusive attack that was ever 
made upon a human being, and it struck 
me also that some one ought to endeavour 
to prevent the House from being compelled 
to listen to language which, in my opinion, 
was a disgrace to the country. It is said 
on behalf of the bon. member, and he says 
himself, that he was replying to an attack 
made upon him by the Colonial Secretary. 
I was here last night, and heard every 
word of the Colonial Secretary's speech, as 

.well as that of the leader of the Opposi­
tion, and it is aatonishing that the hon. 
member for Eden, when he gets into ·a 
pitch of eloquent earnestness that he has 
never excelled, should so forget the initial 
facts of the case as to put the head of the 
Government in the position of a man who 
began these attacks. The head of the Go­
vernment made no attack upon any human 
being. He made a few remarks on the 
vote that no human being could complain 
of. He made some remarks in reference 
to the leader of the Opposition. 

Mr. DIBBS: Cannot the hon. and learned 
member leave me out of it~ 

Mr. REID: I cannot. I think the hon. 
member fired the first shot, and the Colo­
nial Secretary's speech was in reply to that. 
I felt that some latitude ought to be allowed 
the Colonial Secretary on account of the as­
persions made against him. I heard every 
word of the Colonial Secretary's speech ; 
but I heard no words levelled at the hon. 
member for West Macquarie. 

Mr. GARVAY: Did the hon. member 
hear the quotation from his speech read· 
last night~ 

1\fr. REID : When the hon. member read 
it- from the Daily 'l'elegraph, I had not 
the faintest recollection of it having been 
uttered. On the previous night the Colo­
nial Secretary used a kindly expression in. 
reference to the hon. member for West 
1.\facquarie, to the effect that his previous 
estimate of the bon. member had not been 
borne out. It was· only the gravitYt, of 
the words used by the hon. member for 
West Macquarie that brought me to my 
feet. I rose immediately, and asked that 
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the words be taken down. I gave the 
words as nearly as I could, and I believe 
they are substantially correct. 

Mr. GARVA.'<: Did the bon. member 
give him an opportunity to correct them~ 

Mr. REID : There was no attempt to 
correct them. He did not point out where 
I was wrong, and my recollection of the 
words is not in the least shaken. The 
bon. member would not attempt to justify 
the words. 

Mr. GARVAN: The bon. and learned 
member was a little over virtuous last 
night! 

~1:r. REID : I think it is time that these 
things were stopped. 

Mr. GARVAN: Why did not the bon. 
and learned member stop the Premied 

Mr. REID : Because I considered that 
he· was replying to an attack, a very bitter 
attack, attributing criminal misconduct to 
him. I am satisfied with what I have 
done. I am determined to lend all the in­
fluence that I possess to put down in this 
House gross personal attacks going beyond 
the bounds of decency. 

Mr. WALL : It is much to be regretted 
that the bon. and learned member was not 
here at the previous sitting to take the 
virtuous stand that he bas taken this 
evening. If he had been here, and bad 
evinced the same amount of solicitude for 
the dignity of the House, in all probability 
the disorder which has taken place would 
not have occurred at all. I rather sym" 
pathise with the hon. member for vVest 
Macquarie, because, however disorderly he 
may have been, he bad not an opportunity 
to explain what he said. I think, Mr. 
Speaker, you will agree with me Lhat the 
Committee should have had an oppor­
tunity to say whether this matter should 
be re~erred to you at all. The bon. and 
learned member says that he moved that 
the words be taken down, and the Chair­
man of Committees ordered them to be 
taken· down; but I submit that neither 
Mr. Speaker, nor the Chairman of Com­
mittees has such absolute power vested in 

' him. The Committee were entitled to ex­
press their opinion as to whether. or not 
the matter should be referred to Mr. 
Speaker. The hon. member for West 
Ma"tquarie has deniedhavingused the words 
that were taken down, and no member has. 
distinctly stated that those are the words 

which be used. I will call attention to 
what May says on the subject. : 

Whenever any disorderly words have been 
used by a ·member in debate notice should be 
immediately taken of the words objected to, 
and if any member desire that they may be 
taken down, the Speaker or Chairman, if it ap. 
pear to be the pleasure of the House or the Com­
mittee, will direct the clerk to take them 
down. Even the Speaker's own words have 
been in this way directed to be taken down. 

It does not depend upon the pleasure of 
Mr. Speaker or the Chairman of Commit­
tees ; but the words are taken down, if it 
is the pleasure of the House. The hon. 
and learned member admits that he 
moved that the words be taken down, and 
he says that the Committee acquiesced, 
because they did not dissent. The motion 
was moved, but it was never put by the 
Chairman. 

Mr. SPEAKER : The bon. member is 
discussing a question which was decided 
when the matter was referred to the 
House by the Committee, therefore his 
remarks are not now pertinent to the 
question before the House. 

Mr. ·wALL : I admit that the words 
complained of as having been used by the 
bon. member for West Macquarie are 
offensive and disorderly ; but during my 
shortexperience in this House I have heard 
words used infinitely more offensive by the 
head of the Government without any ex­
ception being taken to them. I have 
seen bon. members on this side of the 
House pointed to and told that they had 
reptile souls in their miserable carcases. 
The excessive virtue which the bon. and 
learned member for East ,Sydney has 
shown to-night did not prompt him to 
take exception to the disorderly words 
which have been used time after time by 
the leader of the House. Had the leader 
of the House preserved the dignity of the 
House in the manner in which he should 
have done we should not have so many of 
these disorderly scenes. What is the po­
sition of the bon. member for West Mac­
quarie now 1 He is to be trieci by a packed 
jury.. If a resolution were moved to ex­
pel him the supporters of the Government 
would not hesitate to vote for it. The 
spirit displayP.rl. in this House bas con­
vinced me that the object was to silence 
debate on the item which was under dis­
cussion in Committee. What a dignified 
position the bon. and learned member for 

.. :. 
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East Sydney has taken up in the As­
sembly ! There was a motion before the 
Committee to pay Mr. John Davies a sum 
of money for services rendered ; but we 
were not told, as we o~1ght to ha1'e been, 
that it was for wages which t)lat gentleman 
was entitled to receive, and the bon. and 
learned member proposed by an amend­
ment to defraud Mr. Davies of half the 
s_um which he is supposed to be entitled to. 

Mr. SPEAKER: The bon. member is not 
now addressing himself to the question 
before the Chair. 

Mr. \VALL : The hon. and learned mem­
ber for East Sydney in moving that the 
w·ords of the bon. member for West Mac­
quarie be taken down was simply attempt­
ing to stifle debate. \V e were a~ ked to 
vote a very extraordinary subsidy, and to 
get that subsidy smuggled through Com­
mittee, no device was too despicable to 
resort to. The hon. and learned member 
has raised a question as to charges made 
against personal character by members on 
this side of the House ; but members on 
the Government side of the House have 
made charges against members of the 
Opposition, which I venture to assert not 
one of them would clare to make outside.· 
If they did I should reply to them with 
a horsewhip, no matter how high the 
position of the gentleman who made them. 
If unfounded charges are made against 
members on this side of thP House they 
'viii provoke disorder. "\V e are charged 
with what~ ·with having a popish con­
spiracy, a sectarian plot. 

Mr. REID : Surely the hon. member is 
going beyond the question before the 
House~ 

1\'Ir. SPEAKER : The bon. member is tak­
~ng a very wide latitude; but I do not know 
that he is going further than other bon. 
members, inasmuch as he is showing why 
the words used are not to be severely 
judged, on account of what led up to 
them. 

-Mr. WALL: I was referring to the 
charges that" have been hurled against 
members on this side of the House-base 
and cowardly charges. It is only under 
the protection of the privileges of this 
House that such charges would be uttered. 
·what is their object 1 They could only 
have one object. They require some jus­
tification for the course which they are 
going to pursue. 

[.ilh. Wall. 

l\1r. SPEAKER: The bon. member is 
sc:1rcely in order now. He will be in 
order in stating what led up to the use of 
the worr:ls :which were taken clown; but 
he bas no right to impute motives. 

Mr. "\VALL : The disorder which has 
been complained of was provoked by the 
serious charges which had been made pre­
vious! y. The hon. member for \Vest 
Macquarie was justified in using strong 
language in defence of his character. The 
language used by him was moderate and 
respectful, as compared with the language 
which has been used by members on 
that side of the House, who, by cowardly 
insinuations, attempted to asperse the 
character of members on this side. I 
shall endeavour before the debate is over 
to give expression to my opinion of some 
bon. members, and I sh;:tll not render my­
self unparliamentary. I shall not call 
them devils or blackguards ; I shall deal 
with them strictly in accordance with 
the rules of Parliament ; but I shall tell 
home trnths, strictly in accordance with 
the rules of Parliament, which will compel 
hon. members, if they have one spark of 
honesty in them --

Mr. SPEAKER : The bon. member's re­
ma.rks as to the course which he will take 
in Committee are not in order. 

Mr. WALL: If I am not to have the 
same latitude as other hon. members I 
will let the subject alone. 

l\ft·. SPEAKER: I must call upon the bon. 
member to withdraw those words. 
Afte1· a pause, 

Mr. SPEAKER : Do I understand that 
the bon. member will not comply with the 
request of the Chair 1 

)ir. GARVAN: I would suggest to the 
hon. member that however extreme our 
arguments against each other may be, we · 
ought not to be guilty of disrespect to the 
Chair. 

Mr. WALL: I ask your pardon, 1\'Ir. · 
Speaker, if I have been guilty of any im­
propriety. As I find that I cannot give 
expression to what I wish to say on this 
motion, I shall reserve it till another occa­
sion. I trust that the House will deal 
leniently with the bon. member for West · 
Macquarie, considering the provo·cation 
that he received. 

Mr. TooHEY: It is unfair to enter upon 
a debate of this kind without understand­
ing the· preceding circumstances, and to 
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adjudge a man guilty of contempt without 
knowing anything of the provocation which 
has induced him to offend against the rules 
of debate. Does the hon. and learned 
member for Eas_t Sydney imagine that he 
alone has sat indignant at the conduct of 
hon. members who have used unparlia­
mentary language 1 Does he imagine that 
he is the sole judge as to what is right and 
what is wrong~ The object of the bon. 
and learned member was rather to stifle 
debate than to preserve the dignity of 
the House. How often has the hon. and 
learned member sat in this Chamber and 
heard far more outrageous language used 
than that now complained of, and never 
even blinked 1 The bon. and learned mem­
ber for East Sydney not long ago charged 
the Opposition with attempting to cut the 
throats of the Government. The expres­
sion "the devil and Parkes" was not half so 
bad as the bon. and learned member's ex­
pression about cutting throats. He charged 
the Opposition with stabbing the Govern­
ment behind their backs, and called the 
Opposition assassins. Surely language of 
this kind was calculated to cause a vin­
dictive feeling in the Chamber. Can any 
one imagine that there was not some 
special object behind the action of the 
hon. and learned member for East Sydney 1 
When was he ever known before to move 
that anything be taken down 1 The bon. 
and learned member stands convicted of 
having been associated with a villainous 
plot to exclude the hon. member for West 
Macquarie. 

:Mr. WILLIS: I rise to order. Is the 
bon. member in order in zaying that the · 
bon. and learned member for East Sydney 
is a member of a villainous plot 1 

Mr. SPEAKER : The hon. member is not 
in order. 

Mr. TOOHEY : I withdraw the expres­
sion. The hon. and learned member has 
time after time heard language used in 
this Chamber twenty times worse than 
that used by the hon. member for West 
Macquarie ; but be never moved that it 
be taken down. I have heard him char­
acterise members of the House as assassins. 
And this is the man who stands up to pro­
tect the dignity of the House ! If the 
resolution is carried, the bon. member for 
West Macquarie will not fl)ar the conse­
quences. None of those who are in the 
popish plot would fear the consequences. 

When certain charges were made against 
the Opposition the hon. and learned mem­
ber was not present ; but be was here to 
stop debate when he feared the disclosures 
which might be made by the hon. memher 
for vV est Macquarie. What are the words 
that are complained of 1 They do not in­
volve any personal reflection upon the 
Premier. 

Mr. T. WALKER: The words are: "You 
cannot blacken the devil, therefore you 
cannot blacken Parkes." The word "there­
fore" was inserted by the bon. member 
himself. I would remind you, Mr. Speaker, 
that the hon. member himself wrote down 
those words, and, on one occasion, wrote 
down different words. · 

Mr. REID: No; I did not! 
Mr. TOOHEY : I heard the Chairman of 

Committees use the word "disorderly," 
and I rose to a point of order then, be­
cause the Committee had not decided it. 
After that the hon. member corrected it. 

Mr. REID: The bon. member, as usual, 
is mixing up two things. I mentioned 
the words to the Chairman, who thereupon 
took them down, and in doing so he put 
in the word "so" instead of "therefore." 
The motion in which the word " disor­
derly " occurred was a subsequent motion 
entirely, and I had nothing to do with it. 

Mr. TooHEY: Here is the position: 
We are asked now to practically expel 
the hon. member for West Macquarie 
for the use of the following words :­
" You cannot blacken the character of 
the devil, therefore you cannot blacken 
the cparacter of Parkes." If you take 
the trouble to construe those words 
you will see that there is no reflection 
either on the devil or· on Parkes. Sup­
pose I were to say, "You cannot French 
polish the character of the devil, and there­
fore you cannot French polish the cl1aracter 
of Parkes." Because the word "blacken" 
is used we do not mean "to injure, de­
stroy, or affect injuriously"; to "blacken" 
may sometimes be to add to its beauty or 
glory. The blackening process the' hon. 
gentleman speaks of simply means, of 
course, a new capacity for delight. You 
cannot take it_ in the sense put by the 
hon. member and those in favour uf Lhe 
resolution. If they persist in this course 
they will have to fight another battle very 
much bigger than they think. During 
the whole of this Parliament the members 
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of the Opposition have done all they could 
to promote the best interests and welfare 
of the country, and they have fought this 
question as fairly and generously as they 
could, and if one member of the party is 
to be submitted to any injustice by the 
members on the other side of the House, 
I tell them plainly I shall subject myself 
to the very same treatment for the very· 
same words. 

Mr. T. WALKER : · I take it that the 
exact words that were uttered have a great 
deal to do with this motion. The bon. 
and learned member for East Sydney him­
self is not quite sure that the words taken 
down are the exact words, and we have 
the express denial on the part of the hon. 
member ,for West JYiacquarie, who says 
that thej are not the words used. Now, 
quite a different meaning can be got out 
of these words by the omission of one single 
word ; for instance, " You cannot blacken 
the character of the devil;'' then omit the 
word " therefore " which the hon. and 
learned member has inserted, and the rest 
of it will read, " You cannot blacken the 
character of Parkes." It does not follow 

· that you cannot blacken the character of 
Parkes for the same reason. You cannot 
blacken the character of the devil, for it may· 
be assumed that his character is so black 
that you cannot make him blacker, any 
more than you can "gild refined gold or 
paint the lily." But" You cannot·blacken 
the character of Parkes" may mean that his· 
character is so above suspicion, so beyond 
reproach, that do all you can to impugn 
that character you cannot blacken it, inas­
much as it is irreproachable. I use that 
illustration to show how the insertion of 
one word may entirely alter the whole 
sentence. Something has been said by· 
the hon. member who moved this reso­
lution about the time having come for a 
step to betaken by some one courageous and 
high-minded enough to.stop the current of 
abuse. Only in August last the hon. and 
learned member was making a speech ill 
this House, and he spoke of members. of 
the Opposition who differed from his views: 
as "those would-be assassins." The lion. 
member for west n1acquarie then dre:w at­
tention to the words, and pointed out that 
the bon. member throughout the whole of his 
speech had been using those terms "cut-throat" 
and "assassin " in the most insulting and im­
pertinent manner. 

[Mr. Toohey. 

I wonder if that is anything at all to be 
taken exception to. I wonder the hon. and 
learned memuer did not move that his own 
words should be taken down. I would 
sooner be C[tlled a "devil" than a "cut­
throat." The hon. membe~ went further; 
he used these words : " Of course those 
hon. members were hysterical now" -how 
complimentary these words are, how con­
siderate to the dignity of the House, and 
the fine susceptible feelings of others --

They had this sort of feeling, that if they had 
succeeded they would have been consoled by 
the prospect of political reward --

Imputing the basest and most sordid 
motives. 
but as they did not succeed they had what he. 
might call that sort of joy which a man felt who 
had tried to be a murderer, but did not suc­
ceed. 

If language of thatkindisnotreprehensible; 
if it does not altogethereclipse the language 
of the bon. member for West Macquarie, 
I do not know how language of that kind 
can. be eclipsed; but the hon. and learned 
member now charges the hon. member for 
West Macquarie with having violated the 
dignity of the House. On that occasion 
the bon. and learned member for East 
Sydney said : 

He did not allow his public career to be in­
fluenced by a chance expression of any man. If 
a man was a great man and was conducting a 
great party, even if he did apply to him an ex­
pression which perhaps on reflection he would 
not apply--

:M:r. SPEAKER: I.would remind thehon. 
member that quotations from a speech 
made in the same session of Parliament 
are not allowable. 

Mr. T. WALKER : I will not do more 
than allude to it then ; but I will show 
that the hon. and learned member took 
advantage of an interruption in order to 
call himself a great man. 

Mr. REID : No ; it was the hon. mem­
ber at the head of the Government I 
meant! 

Mr. T. WALKER : No, it is here re­
ported in Hansard. The hon. member 
said that if a man were a great man, he 
would not pay any regard to personalities 
of that kind, and if they indulged in them: 
he would call them Tin-Pot Swamp poli­
ticians. 

Mr. WILLIS: Is the hon. gentleman in 
order in saying that those remarks have 
fallen from the hon. and learned gentle-
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man opposite-that the hon. and learned 
member· for East Sydney said an hon. 
member of this House was a would-be 
murderer or. assassin~ 

Mr. SPEAKER : I understood the bon .. 
member to be stating what he believes to 
be· a fact, and I cannot say it was not 
relevant to the subject before the House. 

Mr. T. WALKER : At the worst, the 
Colonial Secretary is alluded to as a 
wicked person. I should like an explana­
tion from the ho·n. member as to which 
de:vil he means. We are told in a cer­
tain book that out of a certain woman. 
there went seven devils. We want to 
know whether it was the respectable. one 
out of the seven, or- one of. the legion that 
went into the herd of swine 1. It is absurd 
to: take a point of this kind when for the 
sake. of.. illustration a personage is intro­
duced into debate who for the first time 
now has the honor of having a place in 
Parliament. ·what the hon. and. learned 
member accused the hon. member for vYest. 
Macquarie of he himself has been guilty of 
time after time, and what he has.done to­
night has every appearance of. a design to 
close the mouth of the bon. member, who 
wished' to go on. with his. speech upon. the 
item· to pay the Hon. John Davies. It. ap­
pears he is carrying out the policy he has 
always. carried out in this House-to allow 
himself every latitude, to come here when 
he. is sent or telegraphed for, or when he 
" thinks there is something on," as he 
said in one of his speeches, to swing his. 
arms about like the sails of a windmill, 
and scream and abuse. everybody all 
round; but the moment.any:bocly else tries 
t6· adopt the same policy, to gag him. To­
night he wants to gag the hon. member who. 
is. now under the ban of his opprobrium; 
he wants to close his mouth and prevent: 
the speech·he intended to deliver; but in" 
stead of effecting what he aimed at. in this 
respect, he will create suspicion in the· 
minds of the. public. The bon. member. 
for West Macquarie will be. looked. upon. 
as· one who was made a martyr in the en­
deavour to do his duty, and the oppro.­
briuin. will. rest entirely on the head: of 
the· hon.. and learned· member. 

· Mr"' HAROLD STEPHEN :· I indorse the 
remarks• of the last speaker; It is· a. matter. 
of. surprise to me that an hon. member 
occupying_ the position of the hon. and .. 
learned member for East Sydney, l\{r; 

Reid,. can come down here night after 
night, as he has done, ·without taking 
any part in the debate, when his advice 
might have .been useful, sitting here 
stolidly listening when possibly his advice 
might have been valuable, and only inter­
vening when he thinks he can pose as the· 
champion of the winning side. That. is 
exactly what it amounts to with regard to 
him. Now he has caused what I may call 
an almost senseless interrupt.ion of the pro­
ceedings by a motion which cannot com­
m.end itself to any man in this House, be­
cause I presume we are all sufficiently 
alive to the exigencies of the situation to 
know that a certain latitude of language 
must be allowed to every man, and that 
latitude was not exceeded by the hon. 
member for vVest Macquarie. Through­
out this debate there have been accusations 
hurled here and there in the most reckless 
manner from side to side. I am among 
those who deprecate this class of work ; 
I have never hurled an accusation against 
any member of this House, and I do not 
intend to do so until I have very good 
cause. I shall not do it until I am 
thoroughly well satisfied, from evidence. 
brought before me, that the accusation is 
well founded. The work of a legislator 
has a higher scope than that, and every 
man ought to rise above the consideration 
as. to whether a man is behaving himself 
or not, to consideration of the question at 
issue. I do most distinctly deprecate the 
action taken by the hon. member for East 
Sydney in coming down here at this late. 
period of the debate, ttnd attempting to e:x:­
clude from it the hon. member who had 
shown the most patient industry and re­
search as to the merits of the question. 
The speech of the debate has been the 
speech delivered by the hon. member for 
West Macquarie, whom the hon. and 
learned member now tries to exclade from 
the House. It is impossible to avoid the 
suspicion that the bon. and learned member 
sought to exclude this gentlem<tn because 
he. was frightened that at the last moment 
something else might arise-that that hon. 
member might come here again and deliver 
another speech of the. same description, 
which might influence the votes of the 
Committee against the motion. It bas been 
done in. a· manner which from my previous 
knowledge of the hon. and learned member 
for East Sydney I should scarcely have 

1 
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thought l1e was capable of. I have esti­
mated that bon. and.learned member as 
being one of the ablest men in this House, 
and I do not hesitate to say that he now 
holds that position in my estimation; but 
at the same time he is one of those gen­
tlemen whose vanity or personal conceit is 
killing him politically. 

Mr. ·wrLLIS: Is the hon. gentleman in 
order in saying that another hon. gentle­
man's personal vanity and conceit are kill­
ing him in this House ~ 

Mr. SPEAKER : I do not think the hon. 
member said anything calling for the in­
tervention of the Ohair. 

Mr. HAROLD STEPHEN : I am perfectly 
satisfied I did not do so. 

·Mr. REID : I am obliged to you for the 
hint! 

Mr. HAROLD STEPHEN : The fact of the 
matter is simply this: that this hon. and 
learned member has been flattered so much 
by the press on account of his ability, and 
has been flattered by the House in such a 
way that he thinks he can, at any time, 
overrule the House-that he can do as he 
pleases on any occasion-and I believe 
that his action this night was occasioned 
by the fact that he came clown here with 
an amendment which he saw would be igno­
miniously defeated, because his own side 
had to vote against it, and the Opposition 
would not accept it. If he had had a little 
more regard for the exigencies of the posi­
tion, so far as it concerned the public ser­
vice of the country, that bon. member 
would never have raised such a question 
as this at the moment he did. If he had 
not clone so this debate would have been 
at an end, and the whole matter settled 
hours ago. 

Mr. REID : No, it would not ! 
Mr. HAROLD STEPHEN: He has raised 

a perfectly trivial o~jection. He raised 
it without, I presume, a word of encourage­
ment from anybody. I should be sorry to 
think that the Minis tt-y encouraged him in 
this matter. 

Mr. REID : Rather too quick for con­
sultation, I think. It was instantaneous ! 

Mr. HAROLD STEPHEN : I ad vise the 
hon. and learned member to restrain his 
instantaneous ebullitions, for they are not 
of a good sort. Give him some time, and 
he might be able to bring out something 
worth consideration; hut when he gives 
way to the impetuosity of his youthful 

[ i1fr. Harold Stepiten. 

character-well, at any rate on this occa­
sion, it. has ended in a disastrous fizzle. 
·what the hon. member for West Mac­
quarie said pales into utter insignificance 
as compared with what was said during 
the debate by other men. From one side 
or ·the other accusations of the grossest 
character were hurled during the late de­
bate. I do not want for one moment to 
stand here in the position of taking one 
side or the other ; but I simply say this : 
That from one side or the other were 
hurled accusations of a far grosser character 
than what was said by the hon. member 
for 'Vest Macquarie; and here at the last 
moment, when the hatchet was buried, and 
we were prepared to settle the whole matter 
at a minute's notice, the hon. member for 
East Sydney gets up and makes all this 
trouble by an attempt to exclude from the 
House the one man who throughout the 
debate had shown himself to be the master 
of the situation-the one man who ad­
dressed the Committee in such terms that 
it w~ts impossible to doubt that he had a 
thorough grip of the situation, and knew 
what he was talking about. I do not 
mean to say that hon. members on each 
side who addressed the Committee did not 
know what they were talking about, and 
did not have full cognisance of the facts of 
the case ; but the speech of the hon. gen­
tleman whom it is now sought to exclude 
was an admirable exposition of the reasons 
why a certain vote should not be passed ; 
and it seems to me that an attempt on the 
part of the hon. and learned member for 
East Sydney to exclude this gentleman 
from the debates savours a little of envy. 
Somehow or othet·, it generally happens 
that at the last moment, just before we are 
going to division, down comes the hon. and 
learned member for East Sydney with a 
speech that electrifies his audience, and 
carries the clay ; and the next morning's 
papers say that his speech was the speech 
of the occasion ; therefore he could not 
stand some one else jumping his claim. One 
of the most mysterious parts of this busi­
ness is that we do not find the members 
of the Ministry getting up and defending 
their actions ; we do not find them address­
ing the House, but only interrupting other 
members who are speaking. But now 
coming to the question raised by the hon. · 
and learned member for East Sydney, we 
have to deal with the position of the devil, 
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which is a matter worthy of considerable 
consideration. As the devil is an unknown 
personage to most of us, it must be a 
matter for consideration as to the position 
he occupies in the estimation of society at 
large ; and if Mr. Speaker is to pronounce 
a decision on this matter, it is perfectly 
right that he should be placed in posses­
sion of the opinions of the world at large 
with regard to the position that the devil 
occupies. I will read a small quotation 
from Heine. It is possible that some bon. 
members may be ignorant of that poet. 
Heine is probably the greatest poet of our 
century, a German poet, and a man who is 
looked npon as a profound thinker as well. 
He says: 

I call'd the devil, and he came, 
And with wonder his form did I closely scan; 

He is not ugly, and is not lame, 
But really a handsome and charming man. 

Of course the bon. and learned member 
for East Sydney intended to draw the 
inference that the bon. member for ·west 
Macquarie meant to liken the Premier to 
the devil. But we must at once admit 
that the Premier is not ugly, and that he 
is not lame. And who would deny that 
the Premier is a handsome and a charming 
man~ Is there a man amongst us who 
would say that he is not a handsome and a 
charming man ~ 

A man in the prime of life is the devil, 
Obliging, a man of the world, and civil ; 

We are perfectly well aware that that is 
a fact with regard to the Premier. He is 
a man of the world and be is civil. 

A diplomatist too, well skilled in debate. 

Does not that apply to the Premier~ Here 
is another view of the devil. It comes 
from a very quaint old author, who has 
been recognised by the best minds of our 
age as being amongst the best minds of 
the past, and that is Ben Jonson,· "rare 
Ben Jonson" : 

The devil is an ass, I do acknowledge it. 

If we should compare the honorable the 
Premier to the devil, as being an ass, then 
he bas shown himself in that capacity more 
or less by permitting such a resolution as 
has now been submitted to this House, 
because none but an ass would think that 
the expulsion of a member of t.bis House 
would be accepted by the public at large 
as other than an attempt to crush him for 
a moment, and to prevent his ability from 
being brought to bear on the question at 

. issue. Now, here we have a quotation 
from Longfellow-a. man whom we must 
all admire, as a poet of our own time-a 
man who has certainly not written very 
high class poetry, but still a man who has 
somehow or other wound himself round 
our hearts. We may not think he is a 
very great genius, but we may at the 
same time admire and love him. I.ong­
fellow says : 

Lucifer, 
The Son of Mystery. 

Is not our Premier a "son of mystery " ~ 
Is it not a fact that he is the most mys­
terious man in this country~ Can we 
ever say what he is going to do~ Is it 
possible for the very men who are sitting 
with him in Cabinet at this moment to 
say what he will . or will not do~ He is 
the most "dark and bloody mystery" of 
this country. 

Mr. SPEAKER : Order. I do not know 
whether I properly heard the hon. mem­
ber; but if he spoke of "bloody mystery" 
he must know that it is most disorderly 
to apply those words to the hon. member. 

Mr. HAROLD STEPHEN: I would point 
out to you, sir, that the words in question 
bear their literal meaning-not the mean­
ing ot·dinarily attached to them by people 
of a grosser mind. 

Mr. SPEAKER : I rule that the words are 
out of ordet·, and that the bon. member 
should withdraw them. 

Mr. HAROLD STEPHEN : I withdraw 
them. 

Mr. REID : Withdraw yourself! 
Mr. HAROLD STEPHEN: I am not going to 

suffer the dictation of the bon. and learned 
member for East Sydney. He comes here 
and thinks he can move a resolution which 
will be accepted at once, and carried with­
out a dissentient voice, and if ·any man 
rises up in opposition to him he attempts 
to look upon him in the light. of an imbe­
cile. 

Mr. REID : We shall be very patient of 
any lesson ! 

Mr. HAROLD STEPHEN: vVe have been 
patient with his foolish diatribes when he 
has thought it right to con:ie here late at 
night from some little party to give us his 
speech, and his liLLlt: theatrical display. 
As far as I am pei·sonally concerned, I am 
not intruding my own personality on the 
House for any object. I have , always 
striven to do my ·duty and attend the 
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House. I have sat through the proceeCI­
ings from beginning to end, as a Tule; 'hut 
the hon. and 'learned member has .not Clone 
so; he has merely got off his flatulent effort 
in order to appear before the:public "in a 
theatrical scene next morning. .I ·do·not 
deny 'his aBility:; hut it is·a matter of·sur­
prise to me that he should so ·-prostitute 
his .intellect to·the base uses.he .does .at 
present. Longfellow says: 

Lucifer, 
The Son of Mystery·; 
And, since God suffers.him to b~, 

He, too, is God's minister, 
And labours for some good 
By us not understood. 

Is not that the position the bon. the 
'Premier has occupied for many ·a ·year 1 
He is always striving to do some good 
·which we cannot·understand. He 'is above 
us, 'he is elevate(! so 'far above us 'in intel­
lect that his doings are a mystery. Next 
I ·come to this statement, 'by Milton~: 

His form had not yet]ost 
All its ·original.brightness-

I am ·quite sure that ithe •House will con­
cede that the hon. member's form has not 
lost all its original brightness. 

nor appeared 
'Less than Archangel ruined, and'th' excess 
Of glory .obscured. 

The hon. member appears before us this 
morning, as he always has, in .the full 
glory of his presence. We do not see his 
intellect obscured in any way whatever. 
His gigantic .intellect .has towered above 
the country for many years past, and we 
approached him with all fear. 

Into the wild abyss, the wary fiend 
Stood on the brink of hell, and looked awhile, 
Pondering his voyage. 

As a matter of fact, this Rouse 'is well 
aware that the hon. and learned member 
for East Sydney has nev.er been out­
-spokenly and publicly an admirer of the 
'Premier; but at any time the Premier 
has been in difficulties he has come up to 
the scratch. 

Mr. REID : That is my great offence ! 
Mr. HAROLD STEPHEN: No·; not in my 

estimation, and not in the estimation of 
any honest member ·of this House. The 
hon. ·member's great offence is not that he 
comes to the rescue of the Premier, and, 
on this occasion, it would be perfect non­
sense to say that there is any rescue needed. 
Probably, at this time, the Premier occu­
pies as secure a position as he ever did be­
fore the public of this country, and I, for 

[Mr. Harold Stephen. 

·om~, ·would he·:ve1:y loath to detract from ·his 
merits. There are only two·positions that 
the 'Premier,ought to occupy 'in this :coun­
try-one ·is where he sits ·now, and the 
(other ·is at •the head of the Opposition 
'benches. I·w.ould prefer to see him sitting 
.at the head.of·the Opposition benches,· for, 
.unfortunately:for ·me, ·while I admire .the 
;hon. gentleman's.'intellect, I am, on account 
rof political differences, ·separated from liim. 
["will quote one~more instance of the .esti­
•mation ·in which poets-and I think that 
:poets generally represent the highest minds 
:of every age--;regard the dev.il :: 

.The:Prince of·Darkness is n gentleman. 

I warn· the Ministry that if they are abett­
ing the hon. and learned member for East 
Sydney in his .action on the present occa­
sion they will do themselves.more .damage 
than they can :at present calculate. They 
.are .at present jubilant in possessing ·a 
.majori~y in this .House-in possessing a 
.subser,v.ient .following, all .ready to obey 
them at any moment when a critical vote 
:is ·at issue. .They are .in that position, and 
.therefore probably they are led away.; hut 
.I warn them thab they will do themselves 
no good, nor the cause they pretend to 
advance, by lending .any assistance to a 

. motion which has for its object the exclu­
sion of an hon. memher who, as .I said 
before, delivered the ablest attack upori 
the position of the Ministry in this matter, 
for his was the most direct and able accu­
sation made throughout the debate. It 
did not convince me, however, and pro­
bably if a division had been taken immedi­
ately after his remarks, I should have 
voted with the Ministry; but as it is, I 
shall be found resisting the vote to the 
last. 

Mr. CRICK (speaking from behind .the 
bar) : I claim to be heard ! 

Mr. SPEAKER : Perhaps, as the hon. 
member desires to be heard, the House 
will allow him to make a .further state­
ment. 

An HoN. MEMBER : Is the hon. member 
in order iJ:l speaking from behind the bar~ 

lVIr. SPEAKER: I have a recollection of 
such a proceeding taking place during the 
time my predecessor occupied the chair, 
anrd I·think'that, if the hon. member de­
sires it, and the House concur, he· will be 
quite at liberty to speak from where he 
now stands. 
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l\ir. CRICK : I. should .not have troubled 
the-House at.all did I not;in the-interests 
:of the country, :deeply regre.t what T con­
_ceive to be the great·waste of 'time which 
:has .taken place ; but I ·wish .to ·say· that "I 
was most grossly misrepresented by the 
·hon. ·member who moved the Tesolution. 
"The Colonial Treasurer said I •did ·not 
attempt to deny .that the words taken 
down were substantially correct. I denied 
that fi:v.e times. I ·said, with a ·certain 
amount of caution, of course, that 'it was 
not .for .me to say ·what were -the words .I 
:really did u:;e. After stating what I am 
about to say, I am going to -walk :away 
from ·the House-not that I care;a :snap 
of ·my finger·for-what the House does, and 
therefore I am ·not asking for considera­
·tion. What I said was .this : In refer-ring 
first .of all to the conduct of the Premier 
and certain refet:encf's of hi!?, I :said, -".It 
is generally said there ;are depths beyond 
depths; :but there are·depths beyond·which 
you cannot go. You cannot blacken the 
character of Satan or the devil. You ~can­
not hurt the character of Parkes." .Then 
I ·was stopped by ·the hon. and learned 
member for "East Sydney before I CO\lld 
say what I intended to say. There was 
no -" therefore," or " so," there was no con­
·necting link ·between the two ·sentences. 
,I say ·this deliberately, for I had prepared 
·what, I was saying, and I 'have as good 
and retentive a memory as any man in -the 
Chamber. I do not care how the vote goes, 
and am not attempting to dictate to the 
House·; but·I say that in the interests of 
legislation it would be far better to expel 
me, or give me into the custody of the 
Serjeant-at-Arms, if my conduct deserves 
it, and go on with something else. Why 
should I take up the time of Parliament 1 
Ron. members have been discussing since 
12 o'clock last night whether I shall be 
given into the custo-dy of -the Serjeant­
at-Arms, and what I shall pay for it. 
The House is. wasting valuable public time 
by discussing whether it w'ill lock me -up 
for .saying less 'than what the Premier 
.himself has said. Speaking from this posi­
·tion, I do not wish to· cast vituperation 
upon anybody. It seems to me that -this 
is an \[njusti:fiable and unwarrantable waste 
of time at the close of the session. I leave 
it·to the House to judge what has been 
my c:onduct since I first became a member 
of this Assembly. I feel that T have 
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~never ·done anything that anybody ·coUld 
·point to as-being mean or small. I have 
ahvays hit straight, and that is what I 
complain has not been done in 'this·matter 
·as regards myself. I do not .care a snap 
.as .to what the result may be, but I would 
·like .the House to wind .the matter ·up and 
:Proceed to do something of practical utility. 
If 'bon. members think I ·am such a vile 
·character that I should be locked up as ·a 
:prisoner, let them ·take a vote and lock me 
.up, but let the matter be settled at once. 
'I know that party feeling-is so strong that 
·Government supporters will vote for the 
Government, and "those who are on my side 
w:ill -vote for·me. T wish to say .that the 
·.Colonial Secretai·y has :improperly repre­
sented.me. I do,n:ot know whether he did 
'it ·intentionally or·not; but what I have to 
.say with regard .to .b'im will be said pri­
·-vately and elsewhere. At present I only 
:say that ·the statement is incorrect. 

Mr. DIBBS: I wish to be allowecl·to say 
·a few words. We have been sitting for 
.many hours listening to a debate which 
.has been provoked by the hon. and learned 
member. for :East Sydney, and which, if 
.canied on to greater lengths will' render 
. .the existence of this Parliament an impos­
sibility. We, on this side of the House, 
and ·the country at large, think that the 
Governor will be pleased to terminate 
the ·existence of a Parliament which within 
the last few days has clone so much to 
render itself contemptible. What have 
we done to-night~ The hon. member for 
East Sydney called attention to certain 
words said to have been used by the hon. 
member for West Macquarie in the course 
·of debate. That hon. member was not 
allowed the privilege he ought ·to have 
been allowed, of being asked to withdraw 
the words and apologise for them. The hon. 
and learned member for East Sydney comes 
down with a sword in his hand, as it were, 
and demands that the forms of the House 
.shall be carried through, so as to enable 
the hon. member for West 1\iacquarie to 
be brought before the House and placed 
.in the custody of the Setjeant-at-Arms. I 
have been in Parliament a good many 
years-there are ·only two or three older 
members in .the House Lesides myself­
and during the whole of my parliamentary 
career I have never seen so frivolous a 
waste of time as on the present occasion, 
nor any incident more deliberately .takeu 
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in hand for the purpose of degrading 
Parliament, than the one which has been 
witnessed during the last few hours. vVe 
are bringing ourselves gradually into con­
tempt, and for what purpose 1 I am not 
going t.o accuse hon. members opposite by 
saying that this action has been taken for 
the purpose of closing the mouth of the 
hon. gentleman behind the bar. It l1as, 
however, all the appearance of being a sys­
tematic attempt to close the mouth of the 
hon. gentleman, who, in the hastiness of 
youth on a previous night, stated that 
when he spoke of the Premier he would 
speak of him with that license whi~h the 
Chairman of Committees has permitted 
during the debate upon the Davies vote, 
and that he would scathe the bon. mem­
ber's life from the day he was born down to 

. the present time. Was it to close the bon. 
member's mouth that this conspiracy--for 
it looks like one-was formed; and is it an 
attempt made to exclude him from the pre­
sence of the House, and to leave him in the 
custody of the Serjeant-at-Arms during the 
remaining short hom·sof the session 1 vVhat 
I wish to point out to you, Mr. Speaker­
for I believe you are the only one in this 
House at the present moment who has any 
dignity and calmness remaining about him 
-is, first of all, the manifest wrong that has 
been done to the hon. member for West 
:M:acquarie. The wrong is th::tt he should 
have been treated differently to any other 
person. The words he is charged with 
uttering.are mildness itself compared with 
the language used by the Premier last 
night. They are mildness itself compared 
with the language I also used on .the pre­
vious night, and which I shall use again 
whenever the opportunity is given me. 
The words complained of are mild as com­
pared with the language used by the lead­
ers on both sides of the House. My young 
friend, because of his undoubted ability, 
is singled out for the purpose of being 
thrust out of the House for the rest of the 
session. I£ hon. members on the opposite 
side of the House, thirsting for blood, de­
mand his expulsion for a short time, they 
will commit a wrong which will stain the 
last few hours of this session with in­
famy. I use strong words ; but I speak 
with a strong feeling with regard to the 
wrong that this young man is labouring 
under. I have within the last month 
heard .the bon. and learned me~ber for 

[Mr. Dibbs. 

East Sydney use language which was ten 
thousand times stronger than that which 
has been alleged to have been used by the 
bon. member for West Macquarie. We 
have been called vandals, cut-throats, and 
assassins by the the hon. and learned mem­
ber, who comes here and complains of the 
use of certain language-language in regard 
to which, if I were to discuss the matter, I 
couid show there was nothing of an offen­
sive character. I have heard the "devil" 
described as a person of great personal 
charms, and I have heard the word de­
fined in all shape!:! anJ forms. What I 
complain of is that a gentleman who has 
been fifteen years in Parliament should 
come down to the House and drop down 
on a gentleman who has only been in Par­
liament six months, for using language 
which was mild compared with the lan­
guage used by the hon. and learned mem­
ber himself. Here is a sample of the lan­
guage used by the hon. and learned mem­
ber for East Sydney. 

Mr. GARRETT: 'Vhen was the language 
used~ 

1\:Ir. DmBs : On the 13th August last. 
1\:Ir. GARRETT : Then I object to it being 

read. 
1\:Ir. SPEAKER: I have previously ruled 

that quotations made from members' 
speeches made during the present session 
are not admissible, and the same rule is 
applied to the hon. member. 

:M:r. DmBs : The hon. and learned mem­
ber for East Sydney called gentlemen on 
this side of the House, "These would-be 
assassins." vVe were also called burglars 
at the same time, and all that kind of 
thing. Mr. Speaker was in the chair at 
the time. 

An HoN. MEMBER : It was in Com­
. mittee of Supply! 

Mr. DmBs: Then Mr. Speaker was not 
responsible; but the Chairman allowed lan­
guage of that kind to pass, and the hon. and 
learned member who used it was alloweJ. 
to walk out of the House, because there was 
no one on this side sufficiently mean to 
cavil at it. He spoke, I imagine, from a 
feeling of bitterness, because he thought 
that the government for the time-being 
was in a hole. vVhat has the hon. member 
fot· "\Vest Macquarie done, that he .should 
not have displayed towards him that 
courtesy and fairness which would be dis-

-played to any hon. meJ?ber of the House 
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with greater experience~ Why, whP-n the 
words alluded to were used, was he not 
callesl on to withdraw and apologise~ Had 
he refused to withdraw the words and 
apologise when requested, I sho_uld not 
have been found supporting him. What 
we are asked to do is to say that the bon. 
member for vYest Macquarie is guilty of 
having wilfully and vexatiously inter­
rupted the ordinary conduct of the busi­
ness of the House. I should like to know 
where is the interruption~ He has, in 
the heat of the moment used two or three 
words, the utterance of which occupied 
about one second of time. vVhere, then, 
is the vexatious hindrance to business 1 
Had the hon. member been called upon at 
the time to withdraw and apologise, the 
difficulty would have been solved in a 
moment. Had the hon. member repeatedly 
refused to withdraw and apologise, this 
motion would have been a proper one, 
and one which I should have been bound 
to vote for myself. The hon. member is 
supposed to have interrupted, by the words 
used, the business of the House; but what 
position does the House occupy 1 The 
standing order under which this motion is 
made states : 

Any member who shall wilfully disobey any 
lawful order of the House --

No order of the House made by 1\ir. 
Speaker, or the Chairman of Committees, 
could bring the bon. member within the 
meaning of those words. The order con­
tinues: 
and any member, or other person, who shall 
wilfully or vexatiously interrupt the orderly 
conduct of the business of the House, shall be 
guilty of contempt. 

I may, even now, whilst speaking, use a 
word which, to the fine sense of hon. gen· 
tlemen opposite, would grate on their feel­
ings. For instance, I may use words 
which would result in my being expelled 
from the House, and being carted up to 
Darlinghurst Gaol. And because I used 
that language, am I to be seized by the 
would-be assassins on the other side of the 
House. The would- be. assassin, the hon. and 
learned member for East Sydney, would 
seize me by the throat, and rush 'Yith a 
hit of paper in his hand into the presence 
of M.r. Speaker, auJ endeavour to exclude 
me. That is what you are doing now in 
reference to the hon. member for \\-:est 
Macquarie. -~=--- I ·~.i~~ 

18 Q 

Mr. McMILLAN : Who said there was to 
be a motion to exclude the hon. member 
from the House~ 

Mr. DIBBS : If this motion is worth the 
paper it is written on, it means that. Let 
the House agree to the motion, and what 
follows:-

Every member guilty of contempt shall be 
committed, by the order of the Speaker. 

Mr. McMILLAN : I will tell the hon. 
member what is intended to be done, and 
it will show that there is no animus in 
regard to the bon. member for West Mac­
quarie. The next proposal has been 
written out, and it is to the effect that 
for the contempt aforesaid, the hon. mem­
ber for West Macquarie be called upon by 
the Chairman to apologise to the House for 
the language used. 

Mr. Dmns : You are taking the matter 
beyond the power of Mr. Speaker. If 
Mr. Speaker will tell the hon. member for 
West Macquarie that the words are dis­
orderly, and he refuses to withdraw them, 
then he is guilty of contempt. 

Mr. MELVILLE: Will the hon. member 
allow me to interpose a word~ In the 
haste which has occurred it is quite evi­
dent that the object desired will not be 
attained. I suggest that the propel' 
course to be followed is that the House· 
call upon Mr. Speaker to decide whether 
the words are disorderly or not, and then 
an apology can be accepted, but certainly. 
not under that standing order. 

Mr. DIBBS : The mistake that has been. 
made is this : The bon. member should 
have been called upon by the Chairman of 
Committees to withdraw the words, and to 
apologise. The hon. and learned member 
for East Sydney should not have endea­
voured to take the hon. member for vYest 
Macquarie by the throat, and by the legal 
machinery _of Parliament to leaYe Mr. 
Speaker no other altP-rnative but to order 
an arrest by the Serjeant-at-Arms. Does 
the House mean to leave Mr. Speaker, by 
voting for this motion, no other alterna­
tive than to order the arrest of the hon. 
member1 

HoN. MEMBERS: No! 
Mr. DIBBS : Let us make no mistake­

about our position. We are dealing with 
one of our own members, and what has 
happened in regard to him may happen in 
regard to the hon. and learned member 
f?r East Sydney, or in regard to the hOJ?. .. 
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member for. Camden, or myself. The 
Committee has made this mistake : It has 
been unjustly led away by the hon. and 
learned member for East Sydney. If the 
hon. membet· for West 1\'Iacquarie had re­
fused to withdraw and apologise I should 
have been compelled, and the House would 
have been compelled, to vote for a motion 
declaring him guilty of contempt, and 
he would then have to be punished. Un­
fortunately the hon. and learned member 
for East Sydney, not knowing the course 
he was taking, seized the opportunity of 
moving that the words be reported to 1\'Ir. 
Speaker, and then the Colonial Treasurer 
brings forward this motion and asks hon. 
members to place at the disposal of 1\'Ir. 
Speaker no other alternative than to com­
mit the bon. member for \Vest Macquarie 
to custody. The House wants fair play, 
and nothing more. 

An HoN. 1\'IE)lBER : It wants the course 
suggested by the Chairman of Committees! 

Mr. Dmns : It is a terrible insult to 
charge a man with a crime for which he 
never had the opportunity of apologising 
and withdrawing. I do not plead for any 
man's vote on this matter; but the hon. 
the Colonial Treasurer must see himself 
that the course he proposes is contrary to 
law. 

1\'Ir. MELVILLE : I am willing to appeal 
to Mr. Speaker to see if there is any way 
out of this difficulty. The only intention 
in the action taken was to demand an 
apology from the hon. member for -west 
1\'Iacquarie for the language used. I would 
ask you now, seeing there has been some 
mistake made, and because there was no 
intention to take a course which would 
render absolutely necessary the committal 
of the bon. member-and I trust the re­
quest will be received in a friendly spirit 
on both sides of the House~if there is 
any way at the present stage of the pro­
ceedings by which we can ask the hon. 
member for West Macquarie to apologise 
for the language used, and thus end this 
unfortunate discussion? 

~fr. 0. 0. DANGAR : I would point out 
that the hon. member has not admitted 
the insolent language. He distinctly and 
clearly stated he had not used it. 
' 1\'Ir. DIBBS : Before you give your de­
cision, 1\'Ir. Speaker, I wish to desire an 
honorable settlement of this dispute. I 
can' see the easie.st way out of the difficulty 
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without compromising 1\'Ir. Speaker or any 
member of the House. Let the House go 
back again into Committee, and let the 
motion be withdrawn. 

Mr. ABIGAIL : That is exactly what I 
suggested ! 

Mr. Dmns : The sooner we retrace our 
steps the better. The easiest way is for 
the Rouse to resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole, and for the hon. and learned 
member for East Sydney to withdraw his 
motion. Then the hon. and learned mem­
ber will call attention to the fact that the 
words are disorderly, and the Chairman 
will compel a withdrawal and an apology. 
Then we shall be on the right t~ck. If 
the hon. member for West Macquarie re­
fuses ·to apologise I will vote for this 
motion. If we continue as we are doing 
we shall do Parliament no good; but we 
shall embitter the last hours of the session, 
and also when we meet again after there­
cess. We have rushed along, regardless of 
the precipice at the end of the journey. I 
make this suggestion in all good faith. If 
the hon. member for West 1\'Iacquarie does 
not withdraw the words imputed to him, 
whether they were the exact words he 
used or not, he will be ruled out of order 
by the Chairman of Committees, and then 
he ·must take the consequences of the 
standing order, even if it leads to his 
expulsion. 

Mr. REID: The hon. member for The 
Murrumbidgee, Mr. Dibbs, has just stated 
what, in his opinion, would be the conse­
quence of this motion. It has been im­
puted by several hon. members opposite 
that I moved the motion with the inten­
tion of excluding the hon. member for 
West Macquarie from the House. I will 
not say anything with reference to the 
speeches which have been made, because 
I do not think it desirable to do so. In 
personal explanation, however, I wish to 
state that, as the Colonial Treasurer 
knows, from the very first inception of 
this difficulty, there was never the slight­
est idea or intention of taking the step 
to which hon. members have referred. 
All that is expected or wished for is a 
withdrawal of the words and an apology in 
this House. The reason I took the course 
I elid-a course which has brought the 
matter before the House-was because, as 
it seemed to me, of the gravity of the· 
offence committed. l thought the 'yorcls 
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used were not words which could be met 
in the ordinary way by a withdmwal in 
Committee and an apology. The only ob­
ject I had in desiring that the matter 
should come before the House was that 
the withdrawal and apology should be 
made in the House. 

l\'Ir. SPEAKER : I have been asked by an 
hon. member on the Government benches 
if I could suggest a way out of the diffi­
culty. Unless any other bon. member de.. 
sires to say something in reference to that 
question, perhaps it is well that I :should 
make a statement on the subject now. 
One way out of the diffic_ll,lty· would be 
that suggested by the-li'On. member for 
West Macquarie; but I think there is 
another way which I would suggest, and 
which would be the easiest way. Sup· 
posing no other course were taken, the 
standing orders would make it compulsory 
on me to give the bon. member for West · 
l\'Iacquarie in charge of the Sergeant-at-, 
Arms for contempt; but if the House 
interposes by carrying a resolution such 
as that which has been suggested, it would 
relieve the Chair of the strict necessity of 
carrying out the standing order, simply 
because the House would have taken the 
matter into its own hands. I make the 
suggestion, and it is for hon. members to 
say whether they will carry it out or not. 

Mr. DIBBS : I also wish to make a 
suggestion. If the course suggested by 
Mr. Speaker were carried out, the House 
would stultify itself. If the hon. member 
for West lVIacquarie is guilty of a wrong 
we ought to find him guilty, and he ought 
to be punished. The House ought not to 
go to the length of finding him guilty, 
without his being prepared to take his 
punishment. I think the better course 
would be to let the motion be withdrawn 
and for the House to go again into Com­
mittee, and then we shall be as we were. 
The words will be held to be disorderly, 
and the hon. member must withdraw and 
apologise. 

lVIr. MELVILLE: I propose that we take 
the course suggested by Mr. Speaker. 

~:Iotion (by Mr. ·WILLIS) proposed: 
That the debate be now adjourned. 

JI.:Ir. ABIGAIL : I submit it would be an 
improper proceeding to adopt the sugges­
tion made by Mr. Speaker. The proper 
plan would be to go back into Committee, 

and do what ought to have been done at 
the time the offence was committed. 

Mr. REID : That is a nice thing to do 
now! 

Mr. ABIGAIL : No doubt, what has 
transpired shows thA.t we have made a 
mistake. If a disorderly remark was made 
it ought to have been dealt with as I was 
dealt with on the night before. The hon. 
member for West Macquarie should have 
been called upon to withdraw the re­
marks and to apologise, and we· should 
have saved all these hours of trouble. We 
have wasted several hours, and now we 
are to admit that we made a mistake. 
If the offence is of the grave character we 
are led to believe it is, we cannot stop 
at carrying the motion, and asking for 
an apology. .As I understand that there 
is a disposition on the part of the Go­
vernment to accept in some measure the 
suggestion of the Opposition, I submit that 
the proper plan would be to go back into 
Committee, ask the hon. member for West 
Macquarie to apologise and withdraw, and 
thus settle this most unseemly proceeding. 

Mr. LYNE: I£ the course suggested is 
taken, and if the motion which is before 
the House is carried, Mr. Speaker will 
have no other course open but to place 
the hon. mem her for West Macquarie into 
the custody of the Serjeant-at-Arms. The 
standing order is very peremptory upon 
this point. It says: 

Every member adjudged by the House, for 
any of the causes hereinbefore mentioned, guilty 
of contempt, shall be committed by the warrant 
of the Speaker, to the custody of the Serjeant­
at-.Arms, and shall, by the Serjeant-at-Arms, be 
detained in custody until released by an order 
of the House, upon such conditions for payment 
of fees as to the· House shall seem fit. 

Presuming the motion before the House is 
carried, and also the other motion indi­
cated by the Colonial Treasurer, what 
power has the House to call upon the 
hon. member for West Macquarie to apol­
ogise 1 He can turn round and say, 
"You have adjudged me guilty of con­
tempt; there is a punishment for that 
offence; give me that punishment." We 
shall thenhavenomorepower. N otonlywill . 
the House have no power; but the action 
propot>ed will form such a dangerous pre­
cedent, that we shall be able to upset the 
standing order at any time we like. I 
submit that the suggestion made to 0'0 

back .into Committe, and there adjust ·the 
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inatter, as it should have been adjusted in 
the first instance, is the only proper course 
we can take in receding from the improper 
position we occupy at the present time. · 

Mr. MELVILLE : I would like to suggest 
to you, Mr. Speaker, and through you to 
the House, a precedent for a course by 
which, on a previous occasion the Rouse 
relieved .itself of a difficulty similar to the 
present one. I quoted this morning in 
Committee what I am about to' quote now. 
A case of disorder had arisen, and the 
matter was referred to the House. The 
course suggested by the leader of the 
Opposition cannot in the present instance 
be carried out. We cannot go back into 
Committee and commence where the dis­
order is supposed to have arisen; but the 
resolution that is now before you can be 
withdrawn, and by the unanimous desire 
of the House you will be placed in the 
position of offering an opinion upon the 
conduct of the bon. member for West 
l\1acquarie, and if, in your opinion, upon 
the words reported, the hon. member has 
been disorderly, you will be empowered to 
exercise your authority and call upon him 
for an apology, or whatever else you may 
deem to be necessary. That, I submit, is 
the only way to meet the difficulty. 

:Mr. TooHEY : The only course open to 
us is to go back into Committee. A reso­
lution ha·s been submitted to the effect 
that the bon. member for '\Vest Mac­
quarie is guilty of having wilfully and 
vexatiously interrupted the ordinary con­
duct of the business of the House, and 
that therefore the House adjudges him 
guilty of contempt. . The question is one 
between the bon. member and the Com­
mittee. The House itself, of its own actual 
knowledge, has no cognisance of any dis­
orderly conduct on the part of the hon. 
member. Consequently if the difficulty 
is to be. overcome it must be overcome in 
Committee. You cannot give judgment 
upon words you do not hear, or which you 
know nothing about. I am quite satisfied 
that we ought to get back into Committee, 
and I have no doubt that the hon. mem­
ber for vVest Macquarie will treat the 
House as generously as the House has 
treated him. He will recognise that eYen· 
though he may not be altogether wrong 
he owes a certain duty to the House. 
Certainly you cannot take the House out 
qf the difficulty by this resolution, be-

[.11?-. Dyne. 

cause the resolution affirms something of 
which the hon. member S<tys he is not 
guilty. 

Mr. SPEAKER : I desire to say a few 
~vords. There is no doubt a difficulty 
in the course I have previously suggested, 
and if hon. members will allow me, I 
will suggest another one. I suggest that 
the motion of the bon. member for Nor­
thumberland (Mr. Melville) should be 
withdrawn, and that then the bon. mem­
ber whose conduct is in question should 
take the course which has been suggested 
by his own friends, and which he might 
have taken before. As I understand hon. 
members think he should apologise to the 
House without going back into Committee, 
probably no resolution need be moved. 
The hon. member might have taken the 
course suggested, and had he done so at 
the commencement of these proceedings, . 
the resolution now before the House would 
probably not have been moved. If the 
bon. member for West Macquarie had been 
asked by the Chairman to explain the 
conduct attributed to him he might have 
explained it or have apologised for the 
words he had uttered, even though they 
were not the exact words which be was 
alleged to have uttered. I suggest that 
as the most easy and most pleasant way 
out of the difficulty. 

Mr. GARRETT : Before the suggestion is 
acted upon we must look one probability 
in the face, and that is that the bon. mem­
l!,er may not apologise. What shall we 
have to do then~ 

Mr. TooHEY : Then we can move the 
other resolution. 

l\fr. GARRETT: Can we mo\·e this same 
resolution over again 1 

Mr. SPEAKER : .If the motion is allowed 
to be withdrawn it will be in the same 
position as if it had never been moved, and 
it can be moved again. The motion of 
the adjournment of the debate must be 
withdrawn before anything is done. 

l\ir. GARRETT : Is it competent to move 
an adjournment of the debate on a point 
of order~ 

Mr. SPEAKER: There is no point of order 
before the House, it is a motion, and the 
discussion upon that motion is quite cap­
able of being adjourned. 

Mr. DIBBS : ·with reference to the sug­
gestion to go back into Committee, I would· 
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point out the words of the motion would' 
absolutely preclude our dealing with the 
matter in Committee. The terms of the 
motion are that we should go back into 
Committee after the matter has been dis­
posed of. vV c shall then begin a fresh 
sitting of the. Committee altogether. I 
believe the suggestion to withdraw the 
motion is one which every member of the 
House is prepared to support. 

Mr. HAROLD S1'EPHEN: I distinctly ob­
ject to the withdrawal of the motion. I 
object to compromises which are simply 
for the convenience of hon. members. I 
am perfectly willing to accept a compro­
mise in the interests of the country at 
large ; but I will not accept any compro­
mise which is for the convenience of hon. 
members. If I were in the position of the 
hon. member for vVest Macquarie, I should 
accept no compromise '\vhatever. He has 
been accused of being guilty of a disorderly 
action, and he has been no m01·e guilty 
of such action than have the leaders of 
the House on both sides for the last 
three or four nights without a single word 
being said. Night after night we have had 
to listen to accusations levelled from one 
to another-accusations painful to listen 
to. Some of those who occupy the Trea­
sury benches may sneer at me; but I say 
that I dislike to hear accusations brought 
against hon. members. Even if the accu­
sation is true, I object to it, anJ more 
especially do I object to an accusation 
which has not the slightest foundation. 
There seems to be a determination on the 
part of several hon. members to stop the 
matter at this stage. My opinion, how­
ever, is that the matter has arri veci. at a 
stage from which, if I were in the position 
of the hon. member for vVest Macquarie, I 
would refuse to recede. The action of the 
hon. and learned member for East Sydney 
was calculated to engender bad feeling. It 
was against the interests of the country, 
against the interests of the House, and in 
view of the fact that throughout the debate 
most gross aspersions upon members' char­
acters have been burled from one side to 
the other, it ought never to have been 
taken. The hon. member for West Mac­
quarie, having been excluded from the 
proceedings of the House for the la~t three 
or four hours, ought now to insist upon 
his right to be heard, and his right on any 
occasion to appear in the House. 

Mr. REID : I rise to a point of order. 
I wish to ask whether the hon. member's 
remarks are in order upon a motion for the 
adjournment of the debate 1 

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. member must 
confine his remarks to the question of the 
adjournment of the debate. 

Mr. HAROLD STEPHEN : I think we 
have arrived at such a stage that the 
adjournment of the debate would be a mere 
farce. We ought to arrive at a decision 
at once. All this trouble might have been 
avoided had it not been for the inoppor­
tune action of the hon. and learned mem­
ber for East Sydney. The result of his 
action has been a prolonged debate. I am 
not actually aware what the result of the 
adjournment of the debate will be. I am 
sure the country will not respect men who, 
for their own convenience, after having 
fought a hard fight, suddenly succumb, 
because they feel inclined to go horne. 
There is no reason for a compromise. It 
is simply a question as between white and 
black, and any position which simply 
alleges that the colour is grey is, to my 
mind, an erroneous one. 

Mr. WILLIS: I believe that the' Govern­
ment intend to withdraw the resolution. 
I want to know if that is a fact 1 Any 
action on the part of the Government will 
be the means of curtailing any remarks I 
may have to make. 

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. member cannot 
make any remarks excepting as to the 
withdrawal of the motion for the adjourn­
ment of the debate. 

Mr. WILLIS: I ask permission to with­
draw the motion for the· adjournment of 
the debate. 

Motion, by leave, withdmwn. 
Mr. McMILLAN : In asking leave to 

withdraw my motion, I may be allowed to 
state that Government members are only 
too anxious to receive any suggestion which 
may lead to good feeling in the House. 
The hon. member for West l\1acquarie 
himself, I believe, will be willing to apolo­
gise, for no matter what may ~ave been 
the language used, whether 1t was as 
stated, or whether it was as he states 
himself, it wa.s of a disorderly character, 
and, with a full conviction that the hon. 
member will withdraw it, I withdraw the 
motion. 

Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 

I 

J 

i 
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Mr. CRICK : The position I occupied 
at 12 o'clock last night was, that I had 
commenced to reiterate a most emphatic 
denial of those words. The House, it 
seems, is not prepared to accept my word. 
It is the first time since I have been in 
Parliament that I have seen the acceptance 
of a direct and emphatic declaration of 
any bon. member refused. It is my first 
experience in that respect, and I do not 
know why the House took up this par­
ticular attitude towards me. I will state 
to the House what I did say. The Colo­
nial Secretary had said in his speech, " I 
stand in a position in which no one can 
injure me." I said that was quite true. 
I also said that it was generally stated 
" there are depths beyond depths; but 
there is a depth beyond which you cannot 
go. You cannot blacken the character of 
the devil." Then I stopped. I will be 
candid, and I will admit that I was about 
to introduce a most scathing comparison, 
and I had got as far as "You cannot hurt 
Parkes," when the bon. and learned mem­
ber for East Sydney sprang up and asked 
that the words be taken down. If I had 
been asked by the Chairman of Com­
mittees to withdraw those words and 
apologise, I should atonce have withdrawn 
any imputation or disorderly remark; but 
I was never given the opportunity of doing 
so. I say again that I see no reason why 
the House should not accept my disclaimer. 
I say again that the words I have just 
mentioned are the words I used, and now, 
Mr. Speaker, I will take your ruling after 
all these long hours have been wasted, as 
to whether you must not accept my de­
claration that the words I have referred to 
are the words I used, and I ask you 
whether in those wor:ls there was any­
thing disorderly ~ If you rule that in the 
words I have quoted there is anything 
disorderly, I will withdraw them and apolo­
gise to the House. 

Mr. SPEAKER : I think that even the 
implication which is to be drawn from 
the bon. member's words suggests that it 
is a disorderly expression which ought to 
be withdrawn and apologised for. I am 
sure the bon. member will take that 
course. I need not assure him that he 
will suffer no loss of dignity in withdraw­
ing and apologising for the use of words 
which may convey to other minds a dif­
ferent impression from what he himself 

intended to convey. I hope he will both 
withdraw the words and apologise for 
having used them. 

Mr. CRICK: Now that my account of 
the words I used has been accepted by 
you and by the House, and as you rule 
that there might be a disorderly inference, 
I have no objection to withdraw them 
and to apologise, as I should have done 
seven hours ago if I had been allowed. I 
should have done that without being 
asked ; but what I did insist on was that 
even if the House expelled me I would 
not consent to words being forced down 
my throat that I did not utter. I have a 
wonderfully retentive memory, and can 
generally remember the whole of a speech. 
I shall not allow the House or any bon. 
member to force words down my throat 
that I did not use. As you rule that the 
words I used are diso!derly I am not going 
to take up any time in cavilling at the 
Chair. I withdraw the words and apolo­
gise to the House if there is anything 
offensive in them, though, for my part, l 
do not see any offence in them at all. 

In Committee: 
Mr. CRICK : When I was interrupted 

about eight hours ago-and perhaps I had 
better intimate that I shall require two 
hours to finish my remarks--

The CHAIRMAN : I think it right now 
to state that the latitude which, by the 
unanimous consent of the Committee, was 
conceded on a previous ·occasion during 
this debate is at an end. I shall feel it 
incumbent on me to adhere to the strict 
rules of Parliament during the rest of the 
debate. 

Mr. CRICK : I am quite agreeable that 
the debate shall be drawn within as fair 
limits as possible; but are you going to 
outrage the rule of debate, which says 
that any member who has been attacked 
shall have full opportunity to reply to 
the attack~ I have been attacked, and I 
claim on the first rights of my position 
here to have the same liberty as my accu­
ser was allowed, so that I may reply to his 
attack. 

The CHAIRMAN : I shall stick to the 
law. 

Mr. DIBBS : You cannot do it. We 
dare you to do it ! 

The CHAIRMAN:: I intimate now to the 
Committee and to all bon. members who 
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may feel disposed to address themselves to 
this question, that the law of Parliament 
will be strictly adhered to. 

l\:Ir. CRICK : I shall certainly reply to 
the statements made against me. 

Mr. DIBBS : The announcement from 
the Chair--

The CHAIR)fAN : The Chair declines to 
hear any discussion on its intimation to 
the Committee. 

Mr. DIBBS : Then the Chair has ad­
mitted that the debate has been irregular 
from start to :finish. 

Mr. CRICK said that when he was in­
terrupted in his remarks that morning he 
was making a certain reference to some 
remarks by the Premier in a previous de­
bate. It seemed to him that hon. members 
might not have come to the consideration 
of the question in a candid spirit ; and it 
would be as well to refer to what had been 
said by the Colonial Secretary, with whom 
he should deal somewhat lengthily further 
on. It would be as well to lay before bon. 
members somewhat exhaustively the terms 
of the royal commission appointed to in­
quite into this particular case. But he 
would take up at once the report of the 
royal commission. Of course it was ad­
dressed to the Governor ; and that was a 
fair answer to the taunt made by the hon. 
member for Camden last night, that hon. 
members on this side who were so anxious 
to prosecute this matter to a termination 
did not move the adoption of the report ; 
there was no necessity. 

Mr. GARRETT : I was alluding to the 
report of the select committee ! 

Mr. CRICK said the fact that a committee 
of the House inquired into the matter and 
reported in the last Parliament, would sug­
gest want of sincerity on the part of the 
committee, or of any members of the com­
mittee, if they did not take up the inquiry 
in the new Parliament at the point where 
it was stopped. But they were relieved 
from any such duty by the fact that a 
royal commission had been appointed, 
which, with regard to its constituent parts, 
had more capacity and facility for taking 
evidence than a committee of Parliament. 
And the report of the royal commission 
read as follows :-
May it please your Excellency, 

'We, her Majesty's commissioners, appointed 
by letters patent under the great seal of the 

colony, dated the 20th day of February, 1889, 
have the honor to submit to your Excellency the 
following report :-

Our commission authorised and appointed us, 
or any two of us, to make a diligent and full 
inquiry into the working of the Casual Labour 
Board, consisting of the Honorable John Davies, 
O.M.G., M.L.C., Frederick ·wells, Esquire, and 
David Houison, Esquire, from the time of its 
appointment until the 23rd day of January, 1889. 

The board, he might inform hon. mem hers, 
was appointed, on the 2nd May, 1887, so 
that the duties of that royal commission 
were to investigate the working of the 
board between the 2nd May, 1887, and 
the 23rd January, 1889, a period of about 
a year and ten months. Although the 
board was in existence for that time, and 
although every argument advanced in fa­
vour of ~ir. Davies during the course of the 
debate was advanced on the ground that 
his remuneration was for the whole period 
that the board was in existence, the Go­
vernment dared not to say so. They said 
it was only for seven months, because 
during the balance of the time he was a 
member of the Upper Chamber. He was 
not going to express an opinion on the ab­
stract point of law as to whether the posi­
tion of Mr. Davies as a member of the 
other branch of the legislature was in any 
way affected by his being chairman of the 
Casual Labour Board, and as such entitled 
to payment from the Government. That 
would be a matter for the Legislative 
Council to deal with ; it did not concern 
this House. He had been charged in an­
other place with officiousness-he thought 
the word used was impertinence-because 
he bad said that he intended to take steps 
to see that the House would indorse 
an opinion which he held, that the Hon. 
John Davies ought to be removed from 
the Upper House. The argument urged 
against him was that the other House was 
quite capable of looking after its own dig­
nity. He admitted that that was a good 
argument as far as it went. I£ the other 
House was not capable of looking after 
its own dignity it was not for this House 
to look after it. But this Chamber was 
affected in the matter, inasmuch as the 
vote of Mr. J obn Davies might make or 
mar a bill sent up from this, the popu· 
Jar branch of the legislature. His vote 
might throw a bill out, and it had put a 
bill through-the Payment of Members 
Bill. He regarded that as an unpardon-
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able affront, a deliberate insult to the 
Rouse. After l'I'It·. Davies had been 
charged at the \Vater Police Court as an 
ordinary criminal he did not clare to record 
a vote in the Upper Cham her until be voted 
for the payment of members. Mr. Davies 
recorded his vote on that occasion under the 
belief that this Honse would accept it in 
good part, and say, "Well, hang it all, he 
went there to vote us £300 a year, and 
the least we can do is to vote him £1,100 
altogether." He mistook the independence 
of this Chamber, however, if he thought 
that a thing like that could make them 
give way. He had spoken of this matter 
before, but he had an excuse for repeating 
what he had said, because the hon. member 
for West Sydney the other night repeated 
almost verbatim et literatim certain state­
ments that he had made before. He inter­
jected, "\Ve have had that before," and 
the hon. member said that that was quite 
true ; but there were several hon. mem­
bers in the Chamber then who were not 
there when he spoke before. He did not 
object further, because he thought that in 
dealing with a subject like this, we should 
approach the question with a proper sense 
of the interests involved, and the facts at 
stake. He cared not what would be said 
of him outside, or of what had been said 
of him. He came to the consideration of 
Mr. Davies' claim with two facts stwngly 
impressed upon his mind-one, that Mr. 
John Davies, irrespective of his character 
and antecedents, was not entitled to any 
money at all ; and the other, that the 
character of the man was at stake. The 
novelty of expression, if he might be par­
doned for using the term, which character­
ised certain utterances of his before he felt 
the weight of the responsibility which he 
now felt, had departed from him. He re­
ferred to certain remarks which he made 
about the hon. member for West Sydney, 
Mr. Abigail. He made certain statements 
about that hon. member-not here, so that 
cowardice could not be charged against 
him, but outside, and he made them re­
lying on what had been repeated in this 
House. He had not looked into the merits 
of the case; but when the hon. member 
instructed his solicitors to commence an 
action agains~ him, it was his duty to do 
so; and seeing that the evidence to hand 
would not bear out the statements which 
he had made, he at once retracted them, 

[ J:fr. C1·ick. 

apologised to the hon. member, and paid 
the costs. As he stated afterwards, it 
taught him a lesson, and that was, that 
when a man's character was at stake, no 
matter what animus he had against him, 
it was the duty of any man worthy of a 
seat in this House to inqu_ire into all the 
facts of the case before he made a deli­
berate statement. He contended that in 
this case he had done so to the best of his 
lights. He might be wrong ; but he had 
taken a strong and decided view of the 
matter. Here he wished to refer to a letter 
which the Colonial Secretary attempted to 
read the other night. Objection was taken 
to the bon. gentleman's doing so, and he 
could not read it; but as the letter affected 
himself personally, he transgressed no rule 
of the Committee in reading it. He did so 
in vindication of himself and of his leader. 
The letter, of which he had a copy by 
the courtesy of the Colonial Secretary, 
was as follows. [Quotation not supplied.] 
When the hon. member for St. Leonards 
attempted to read that letter, he at once 
asked him for a copy. The hon. gentleman 
said that he had anticipated his request 
and prepared a copy. At the time it 
struck him that it was a remarkable thing 
that the Colonial Secretary, having re­
ceived this voluntary letter, as he described 
it, from Mr. John Davies, should have 
had a copy of it written out in his office 
and presented to him; but he was prepared 
to accept it in good faith, and to say that 
the action of the Colonial Secretary was 
that of a cautious man. When the hon. 
gentleman gave him the letter, he said that 
he would afford Mr. Davies the opportunity 
which he desired. His statement. was clear 
and distinct, although he had not seen it· 
in. Hansm·d yet, and he would make it 
again. His statement was that Mr. Davies, 
being a member of this House, said to 
the Premier, "I have documents of yours 
in my possession which, if published, 
would cause you to fly from the country." 
The Premier then said, "I have also docu­
ments of yours." Mr. Davies said, "Pro­
duce them," and there the matter dropped. 
The Premier did not dare Mr. Davies to 
produce his papers. That was his state­
ment, and he had published it in a way 
that would give Mr. Davies the necessary 
opportunity to prosecute him if it was not 
correct. As he had stated to t.he House, 
he read that in the lhtbbo Despatch long 
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·oefore he had any thought of being any· 
thing but what he was then-a farming 
lad. To the best of his recollection it was 
eleven years ago. He was very small at 
the time, and was shepherding his father's 
sheep. He told the Premier that he could 
produce the paper, and he there and then 
wired to the office. That was the necessary 
publication if Mr. Davies wanted it. A 
telegram was not a privileged communi· 
cation. He wired to the editor of the 
Dubbo Despatch, asking him to forward a 
copy of the newspaper containing the state· 
ment referred to. He admitted that up 
to the present time he had not received an 
answer to his telegram ; but he had re· 
ceived the authority of the Hon. Richard 
Hill and the Hon. John Macintosh, mem· 
bers of the Upper House, to state here that 
they themselves had heard John Davies 
say what he had stated; but, whether 
they had heard him or not, there was his 
telegram, and that was a publication. 
Mr. Davies need not have waited all 
these years to vindicate his immaculate 
character. If he had wanted to take any 
proceedings in a court of law with that 
object, he could have done so as far back 
as the year 1883 .. In that year, a paper 
was published, called the Bulletin, and it 
contained a cartoon showing Mr. John 
Davies and the Colonial Secretary, tied 
together, a sword above them, threaten· 
ing to cut them asunder, and underneath 
the words, "Don't cut; it will kill us 
both." He had here the picture of the 
immaculate individual who now led the 
Government, and of the much·injured 
John Davies clinging to him. If Mr. 
Davies had wanted to show that he was 
indeed that noble, pure·minded individual 
that the Premier and the l10n. member for 
West Sydney-but not the hon. member 
for East Sydney, who would not state that 
he was anything good-asserted that he 
was, why did he not take action about 
that cartoon 1 Why did not Mr. Davies 
take the same steps against the B~~lletin 
as he had himself taken in regard to a 
publication in Sydney that had spoken 
of him in a way he considered libellous 
and slanderous. He had now an action 
against the Dead Bird for £5,000. He 
did not wait for years in a matter of 
that sort. If he was wrong, there was 
no man more ready to admit it ; but he 
contended for his rights to the utmost of 

his auility. At the time of which he was 
speaking, there were rumours about that 
Mr. Davies had taken tram tickets, and 
had even gone the length of stealing buns. 
He had here a cartoon in which the Colo· 
nial Secretary was shown clinging to 
power, with John Davies at his coalr 
tails holding a basket of buns, and under· 
neath was an individual about whom we 
had heard a good deal this morning-the 
devil, waiting for them both. He had 
another, showing Mr. John Davies being 
kicked off the licensing bench of the 
colony. Perhaps that was a slander; but 
if it were, it was a great pity that it had 
taken Mr. Davies six years to find it out. 
There was no doubt that he was removed 
from the licensing bench of the colony, 
and his great champion and warm friend, 
the hon. member for East Sydney, was 
one of those who was instrumental in 
bringing that about. He had here several 
other cartoons showing that illustrious 
politician who had objected to his name 
being used in the same sentence with the 
name of the devil. He had no desire to 
compare the Colonial Secretary with the 
devil; comparisons were at all times in· 
vidious. Whether Mr. Davies did threaten 
Sir Henry Parkes, as was stated, was not 
a matter for him to decide; but it was a 
fact that of those hon. gentlemen, the Pre· 
mier, the hon. member for West Sydney, 
the bon. member for East Sydney, and the 
Secretary for Mines, who got up to speak 

·on behalf of Mr. Davies, all, denounced his 
conduct in regard to the three cheques. 

Mr. ABIGAIL :_It was an irregularity! 

Mr. REID : A gross irregularity ! 
Mr. CRICK liked to hear the hon. 

member for ·west Sydney say that. If 
he always acted in that way, he would 
not be like a scorpion without a sting, as 
he had called him the other night, but a 
scorpion with a dozen stings. He thought 
it would be an unpleasant thing for him 
if he had dealt with three cheques in that 
way. vVe knew what the hon. member 
for vVest Sydney did in regard to the wool 
frauds ; but it was a curious fact that al· 
though he investigated those cases with 
relentless determination from beginning 
to end, aB soon as the Government of 
which· he was a member came into power 
the prosecution ceased. 

Mr. ABIGAIL : That is hardly correct! 

1 



.. ... 

5946 Supply. [ASSEMBLY. J jlfr. Jolm Davies. 

Mr. CRICK said that it was a fact. 
He did not say that it was stopped from 
any unworthy motive; but it was stopped. 
He had never spoken to Mr. John Davies 
in his life, and he had some doubt whether 
he would know him, if it were not from 
the cartoons. He knew his brother, and 
was on friendly terms with him ; but 
on this case he took a very strong view. 
He would not pursue the matter any 
further, though it was a strange thing 
that Mr. Davies to-day wished to pro­
secute a man who was standing up here 
to oppose a vote of £1,100, to be given to 
him as a return for services which he had 
rendered to the country, and asked him, 
in a lettE-r to the press, to say what he 
had said in the Chamber, outside. That 
letter was an impertinent insult to the 
House. To his mind, it was a great in­
fraction of pttrliamentary privilege. Why 
were we given that privilege 1 Certainly 
not to abuse it; but so that we might 
state what we conscientiously believed 
to be true without fear of the libel 
law. The leader of the Government came 
down here and read that letter, and asked 
that it should be laid on the table of 
the Rouse and printed at the country's 
expense; he could conceive of no greater 
outrage uf our liberties. He claimed, 
without the slightest doubt of what the 
answer would be, that from the time 
when the Dibbs Government, whom he 
was returned to support, were defeated, 
every measure of good and patriotic legisla­
tion which came before the Chamber re­
ceived from him, irrespective of party 
feeling, an honest support. When he 
said that, he defied contradiction. He 
had been as mu0h a supporter of the Go­
vernment as if he had sat on the Govern­
ment benches, because they had brought 
in no legislation affecting the tariff, and 
their measures had, as a rule, been of· a 
good and wholesome character. But at 
the tail-end of the session, when all were 
harmonious and prepared to pass the esti­
mates introduced by the Government, and 
go into recess-as was shown by the way 
in which the first part of them were hurried 
through-the Government came down and 
invited opposition. They must have been 
aware of the opposition which. the item 
for remuneration to Mr. Davies would 
provoke. They must have known that 
many bon. members sitting on this side of 

[Mr. Crick. 

the Chamber regarded all the transactions 
of the Casual Labour Board as of a very 
doubtful character. While he had had 
every confidence in the Government --

Mr. 0. 0. DANGAR : Oh ! 
Mr. CRICK said that there was no 

necessity to say "Oh." There was no 
man who had been returned as an opposi­
tionist who had given the Government 
a better support than he had given them. 
He might be wrong-he might even be. 
taking a prejudiced view of the matter ; 
but so strongly did he feel about it, that 
he could not regard any man as sincere 
who voted for the payment of this money 
to Mr. Davies. He should, in future, re­
gard the Government with suspicion, and 
he should be their bitter and relentless 
opponent. 

Mr. BRUCE SMITH : Not on good mea­
sures~ 

Mr. CRICK : On any measure. He had 
just cause to be so. He had just cause to 
view with doubt every member who voted 
for this item. He might be wrong ; but 
still he stated what to him was a positive 
fact. If he was in order in so doing, he 
should like to say a word or two with re­
ference to the proceedings of the previous 
night. He regretted that a division was 
not taken, so that there might be given to 
the country a list of the names of those 
who were prepared to shut him out from 
continuing the debate. 

The CHAIRMAN : Order. 
Mr. CRICK would proceed no further 

if he were not in order. He could not 
regard the Government any longer with 
the kindly feeling with which he had re­
garded them in the past. He had had 
every kindly feeling towards them, and 
was· prepared through the next session 
and the session following that, if neces­
sary,. to support them until this quest~on 
became a fact in the politics of this coun­
try which he could not ignore. The pro­
ceedings of the Government during the 
last week, and especially in connection 
with this item, had so shaken his confi­
dence in them that he should be as bitter 
and as· uncompromising an opponent of 
theirs as it would .be possible for them to 
have. With reference to the challenge 
recently thrown out by John Davies,. that 
if those who had spoken here would only 
give.him an opportunity outside he would 
clear his character, he deeply regretted 
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that he did not see in his place the bon. 
member for St. Leonards, Mr. Burns. He 
had to make a statement of a somewhat 
important character. He was glad the 
hon. and learned member for East Sydney 
was present, so that he might have the 
words taken down. The bon. member 
came in here last night, and had succeeded 
by his action in covering the Government 
with dismay. Let the hon. and learned 
member listen carefully to the words he 
was about to utter, and then let us have 
another seven hours wasted, when we 
should see once more how great a fool a 
wise man might be. The statement he 
had to make was this : that while the pro­
ceedings against John Davies in connec­
tion with the operations of the Casual 
Labour Board were going on a collection 
of 1;11oney was made among men who had 
benefited by Davies' robbery of the state to 
pay the cost of his defence. The sum of 
£300 was subscribed ; and if the hon. 
member for St. Leonards (Mr. Burns) were 
here he would ask the hon. member if he 
was aware of any one who had paid any­
thing to the fund. He was not going to 
mention any names now, as he intended to 
speak upon the question at some length, 
and would haYe a better opportunity later 
on when the hon. member for St. Leonards, 
Mr. Burns, might be present. He made 
this statement, however, that money was 
subscribed to pay the cost of the defence 
of John Davies, and there was now a com­
mittee in existence prepared to subscribe 
money to pay the cost of any libel action 
or other proceedings Davies might bring 
against those two notorious villains, Dibbs 
and Crick. These were facts which he 
stated deliberately and without hesitation, 
so that the aristocratic and refined mem­
ber for East Sydney, Mr. Reid, might 
again try his hand at having the words 
taken down. He did not think the bon. 
member would attempt to play the fool 
again. 

The CHAIRMA...~ : The hon. member will 
please withdraw the expression. 

Mr. CRICK would withdraw the words, 
although he did not think he was out of 
order in saying that an hon. member would 
not attempt to play the fool. This im­
mo.culate individual, Davies, had not only 
got money subscribed to pay the expenses 
of any lawsuit, but he bad been canvass­
ing members of this House for their :vote~ 

in support of thi~ item. His banker had 
been sitting here for the last two nights, 
while this debate had been going on. 

Mr. GARRETT: There is not a more re­
spected citizen in the colony than Mr. 
Neill! 

Mr. CRICK had not mentioned any 
name. 

Mr. GARRETT : But it has been known 
all through the proceedings that Mr. Davies 

·paid the cheques into the City Bank, of 
which we know Mr. Neill is the manager! 

Mr. CRICK would implore the bon. 
member to leave him alone, because he was 
not in the best of humours. 

Mr. GARRETT: I will leave the hon. 
member alone if I like! 

Mr. CRICK said that if the hon. mem­
ber did not he would make him. He had 
had no desire to say anything unpleasant 
of any member of this House, with one ex­
ception, and he would again ask the bon. 
member to leave him alone. The hon. 
member's conduct last night was not so 
gracious as to lead him to feel kindly dis­
posed towards him this morning. "\Ve 
had the fact not only that Mr. Davies had 
canvassed members of this House himself, 
but that his friends had been round on his 
behalf. He bad been approached with a 
view to ascertain if be could modify his 
opinion in regard to Mr. Davies. A nice 
time the man would have who tried to get 
him to modify his opinion in that direc­
tion ! He might as well try to squeeze 
water out of a handful of sand gathered in 
the midst of Sahara. He supposed be had 
done what no other man in tbis House 
had done. He had read the evidence 
taken by the royal commission from be­
ginning to end, so that he bad formed no 

· hasty opinion. He would here reply to a 
most ridiculous and unworthy argument 
which had been advanced by the Premier. 
He had said that if Davies had a claim, 
and if there was any dispute with regard 
to its justice, the proper and orthodox 
method of settling the matter was by a 
suit in the law courts of the colony. The 
Premier came down and asked why the 
hon. member for West Macquarie should 
not be obliged to sue for the £300 a year 
which Parliament had votP.rl him. He 
was glad to observe that the Premier's 
argument was not greeted by a single 
cheer. There was no analogy whatever 
between the two cases. He regretted that 
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the Premier was not here. He did not 
want to be excessively bitter, but as the 
bon. gentleman had attacked him he ought 
to be here to hear what he had to say in 
reply. There was no analogy between the 
two cases, as he had just pointed out, be­
cause in the one case members of this 
House were remunerated by act of Parlia­
ment, and in the other case there was a 
contract of this kind-the man was to get 
remuneration, no fixed sum being agreed 
upon, if he performed his work well. That 
being so, let us bring the matter clown to 
commercial principles, and here he claimed 
the support of the Secretary for Public 
Works, and he thought he should obtain. 
it even if the bon. member had to give a 
vote out of the Ministry. He might state 
he was bitterly disappointed in the bon. 
gentleman. In view of the high opinion 
which he had formed of the hon. gentle­
man, be regretted to see him sitting where 
he was sitting this morning. 

Mt·. BnucE SiiiiTH : The bon. member 
accused me of jobbery the first week I 
was in Parliament! 

Mr. CRICK admitted afterwards that 
the purchase of Darling Island was a good 
purchase, and that what he had said arose 
from impetuosity. No man had ever made 
a more full retractation of what he had· 
said than he did. 

Mr. BRUCE SMITH : I never heard it ! 
Mr. CRICK httd made it to the hon. 

member's face when he was sitting where 
he was sitting now. 

Mr. Bnuc..,; SMITH : I do not remember 
it, but I accept it ! 

Mr. CRICK had admitted that he was 
wrong. He had afterwards admitted that 
what he ]Jad said on the night to which 
the bon. gentleman referred was not justi­
fied in view of what subsequently carne to 
his knowledge. He admitted that the 
purchase was a good one, and he expressed 
deep regret for the course he had taken on 
the occasion referred to. He was sur­
prised that the hon. member did not re­
member it, because he was not often given 
to making retractations. 

Mr. BRUCE SMITH : I am much obliged 
to the bon. member for his retmctation! 

Mr. CRICK did not care whether the 
·hon. member was obliged or not. 
· Mr. BRUCE SmTH: I know the hon.mem­
ber does not-that .is just the position ! 

[ 1111-. Crick. 

Mr. CRICK had made the retractation. 
in the performance of a duty which he 
owed to himself. He was surprised to see 
the bon. member sitting where he was; 
but he would not give his reasons .. He 
was surprised to see the Ministerfor Public 
Instruction sitting where he was; but he 
would not give his reasons. He was sur­
prised to see the Secretary for Lands sit­
ting where he was ; and he would say no 
more with reference to individual members 
of the Ministry. He believed they were 
actuated by feelings of loyalty to their 
chief, feelings which, not having been a 
minister of the Crown himself, he perhaps 
could not appreciate. He should not say 
anything offensive to ministers, excepting, 
of course, the Minister whom he regarded 
as the arch-sinner, and he must say some­
thing in reply to what that gentleman had 
said about him. He did not know what 
value the leader of the Opposition would 
place upon his counsel; but he had coun­
selled him not to say anything whatever 
outside in reference to John Davies, be­
cause Sir Henry Parkes had himself con­
victed John Davies of being a liar. When 
the hon. gentleman was speaking, he made 
an intetjection for the purpose of drawing 
him out. The old parliamentary hand, as 
he was called by the Daily Telegra1Jh one 
morning, while he was damned by the 
Herald on the same morning as being a 
fool--

The CHAIR~IAN: The hon. member is 
not in order in quoting any paper or any 
extract from any paper in reference to 
this debate. 

Mr. CRICK said he was about to read, 
not from a report of a debate, but from 
some comments on the proceedings in Par­
liament. He thought it was ruled in this 
Chamber last night that it was perfectly 
in order to do so. 

The CHAIRMAN : The Chair has no desire 
to draw an exceedingly strict line; but 
the hon. member is not in order in quot­
ing from any leading article, newspaper 
comment, document, or letter, remarks 
upon the present debate during the cur­
rency of that debate. The hon. member 
will see that if he were permitted to do so 
it would be equivalent to giving the writer 
of the article or document power equal to 
that of members of this Assembly to ex­
press his opinion. The case to which the 
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bon. member refers was a quotation having 
reference to something which took place 
in the last Parliament. It had no refer­
ence to this debate. 

Mr. CRICK said the Premier, at all 
events, had been variously described as 
the old parliamentary hand, and as a blun­
derer in parliamentary tactics. The hon. 
gentleman, when speaking, said that he 
had brought forward remarks which were 
alleged to have been made by Davies 
many years ago-some twenty years ago 
the hon. gentleman said. He then inter­
jected, "No, ten years ago." The hon. 
gentleman then turned round and said, 
"It was more than ten years ago," thereby 
admitting at once that the remarks were 
made, and that it was only a question as 
to the time at which they were made. 
Here we had the old parliamentary hand 
falling into a trap not prepared the day 
before, not prepared by a man who had 
his speech written a fortnight before, but 
a trap prepared on the spur of the moment, 
by one whom the hon. gentleman had been 
pleased to describe as being in want of 
advice. This being so, why should we 
trouble about Davies, who was convicted 
of being a liar out of the mouth of the 
Colonial Secretary. The hon. gentleman 
came down here to read a letter recP.ived 
from this immaculate gentleman, and then 
out of his own mouth we found the dia­
mond pin, Coonanba?'Ct hat, iron-railing 
Davies convicted of being a liar. Why 
should men like that engage a second 
thought~ Why should we stoop to the pity 
urged by the hon. and learned member for 
East Sydney last night~ When the ques­
tion of voting this person £1,100 was be­
fore Parliament, we found him with an 
audacity which could only he accounted 
for by unlimited ignorance writing a letter 
to the very tribunal which was trying his 
case. Why, a tribunal of inferior standing 
to this, a tribunal known as the Supreme 
Court, would have sent this man to gaol 
for contempt for no less a term than six 
months, if he had dared to write a letter 
of that description during the time any 
case of his was under investigation by the 
court. This man, who invariably betrayed 
the trust reposed in him, brought such a 
mysterious influence to bear upon Lhis 
House, 'that hon. members forgot what 
was due to the country. Under all the cir­
cumstances of the case, he had strongly 

advised the leader of the Opposition to 
disgregard this person altogether, and to 
let him take his own course, this person, 
who could exercise so mysterious an influ­
ence over people, that £250,000 was al­
lowed to pass through his unhallowed 
and dirty hands-hands so dirty that in 
the transit a vast amount of the coin 
could not help sticking. How greatly 
was the process of sticking facilitated, 
when we found that there was no 
audit of the accounts, when we found 
that through the culpable negligence of 
the Colonial Secretary there was no 
person to check them, the whole of this 
vast sum of money being allowed to pass 
unchecked through the hands of a man 
who, upon the testimony of his own 
officers, was so ignorant that he knew 
nothing whatever of figures. To take 
notice of the challenge which this person 
had inserted in the various newspapers 
would be the act of a madman. He wound 
up his challenge by stating that of course 
he need hardly say that the malicious and 
brutal slanders were without foundation 
-that the charges made were utterly 
false. False upon the testimony of John 
Davies ! False upon the testimony of a 
man who swore that while keeping a 
banking account he kept 500 sovereigns 
in a bottle beneath the floor of his house, 
and who, to substantiate this marvellous 
and incomprehensible statement, brought 
female members of his family forward to 
swear what could not possibly be accepted 
as truth! Before he would bring his wife, 
if he had one, his daughter, if he had one, 
into court to petjure herself in this ma\1-
ner, he would lose all the £500 the world 
could give him. We w0re asked to con­
sider the feelings of this man who had 
never been connected with any office of 
trust in the country, but that he had 
emerged from it with suspicion, this man 
who was a living embodiment of all the 
worst characteristics which degraded and 
vilified human nature, who combined in 
his person the vices of Noah Claypole and 
the " kinchin lay" of the snivelling and 
sniggering Uriah Heap, and of that other 
impersonation of humbug and villiany, 
Peck sniff. John D:wies wns fac·ile prin­
ceps, an embodiment of the three. The 
conduct of the Colonial Treasurer in the 
discussion of this question, and his inter­
ruptions strongly suggested to his mind .a 
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character in 'One of Disraeli's novels. It 
was not altogether an offensive character, 
but--

The CHAIRMAN : i must ask the bon. 
member to discuss the question before the 
Chair. 

Mr. CRICK would proceed at once to 
a proper consideration of the matter; and 
in order that bon. members might be able 
to form a proper judgment, he thought 
they ought to be seized of the contents of 
the published report of the royal commis­
sion. He found that the Casual Labour 
Board lasted from May, 1887, to January, 
1889. The report said that the commis­
sion made diligent and full inquiry into 
the mode in, and purposes for which public 
moneys have been expended by the board, or 
any members or member thereof, or under their 
or his authority. 

The manner in which the said board and the 
members thereof have performed their duties in 
that behalf. 

And to include in such inquiry, but not by way 
of restriction of the terms or scope thereof,-
An examination into the truth of all charges 

and statements which have been made before 
Parliament, or before any select committee 
thereof, touching any alleged improper ex­
penditure by the board, or any members or 
member thereof, or under their or his 
authority, of any public moneys in the im­
provement of or the making or construction 
of roads or other works upon the property 
of any person, partnership, or company. 

And, we were by such commission enjoined, 
within a time therein named, to certify what we 
should find touching the premises. 

The commission was forwarded to us on 22nd 
February last --

He drew attention to this ·fact because an 
attempt had been made to show that the 
members of the commission had purposely 
prolonged the inquiry. Ron. gentlemen 
would perceive that they received their 
commission on the 22nd of February last, 
and having regard to the report and the 
voluminous evidence which had been placed 
in the hands of hon. members he thought 
they had worked hard and well. [Commit­
tee counted.] 

As it was not accompanied by any reports or 
particulars that would instruct us as to the 
nature or history of the case submitted for our 
investigation, we addressed the Principal Under­
Secretary, requesting him to obtain for our in­
formation any departmental reports, letters, 
books, and accounts bearing on the inquiry, or 
any documents he might have that would assist 
us in carrying out the investigation. 

Various returns and letters were subsequently 
forwarded to us. For the rest, we were referred 
to the records and papers then .in the office, in 

[Mr. Crick. 

Goulburn-stree.t, which had been occupied by 
the department known as the Casual Labour 
Board. 

It became, therefore, necessary for us, as a 
preliminary, to examine into the mass of records, 
books, plans, and documents that had been col­
lected during the existence of the board, select­
ing such as then appeared to us to require special 
attention, and instructing ourselves as we pro­
ceeded with their perusal sufficiently to acquaint 
ourselves with the history of the department, 
and to enable us, as well to decide as to what 
witnesses should be summoned, as to conduct 
their examinations without being at a disadvan­
tage. 

It will, we think, be conceded that this was 
no light task --

He thought the task before these com­
missioners was really a very heavy one, 
and that they had performed their duties 
in a very satisfactory and painstaking 
manner. 
especially in view of the importance of the inter· 
ests involved, and the commands laid upon us 
to make ''a full and diligent inquiry," and it 
will, we hope, coupled with the large number of 
witnesses whom we have found it necessary to 
examine, sufficiently account for the time which 
we have occupied in the matters and concluding 
our labours under the commission. 

During the session of the commission forty­
seven meetings have been held, at which the 
evidence of eighty witnesses has been obtained. 

We have, in all respects, prosecuted the in­
quiries intrusted to us with all the diligence and 
care that we could bring to bear on the matter. 

From the large range of inquiry indicated by 
the commission, it might be claimed, that our 
investigations should have extended to a close 
examination of every item of the board's working 
during its existence-such for example as the 
scrutinising of and ta]rjng evidence on all the 
pay-sheets, vouchers, and similar transactions. 
But, as the time and expense which such an in· 
vestigation must have involved, would have 
been very considerable, and more, perhaps, than 
the results might have justified, we have, in the 
exercise of our judgment, confined our attention 
to such features as we believe will answer the 
ends of our inquiry. 

[Committee counted.] He did not think 
the hon. member for Camden, Mr. Kidd, 
was justified in saying that these gentle­
men had unnecessarily extended their sit­
tings, or that they had charged the Go­
vernment more than they were really en­
titled to receive. Hon. members who 
made this statement could not have read 
the paragraph of the report which he had 
just quoted. He might contend with equal 
force, that John Davies unnecessarily ex­
tended the operations of the Casual Labour 
Board in order that he might receive more 
pay. 
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· Mr. Kmn : The ·hon. ·mem.ber ·ca=ot 
say·that, because for fourteen months he 
got nothing ! 

l\fr. CRICK said that he probably 
worked double time for the seven months. 
During that time, at all events, his hands 
were·unusually greasy. [Committee coun­
ted.] It had also been said of the com­
missioners that they were partisans, and 
that they were appointed to make a con­
viction. The report was a complete and 
ample refutation of the charges hurled 

, against the commissioners. They simply 
set to work to carry out their duties. He­
believed that if ever there was ·an honor­
able, trustworthy, and patriotic commis­
sion appointed, it was that which was 
comprised of these three gentlemen. They 
had entered upon their-task with diligence 
and with a regard -for justice which had 
characterised no other commission which 
had sat in this country.· . 

Our report will, ·we think, be found to em­
brace the more important questions"involved. 

During the conduct of the inquiry, several 
voluntary statements were made by different 
persons, in the form of letters addressed to us, 
alleging irregularities in -pay-sheets, disposal of 
stores and rations and such-like, .::md.invoh'ing 
other matters of complaint similar in their 
features to those we have investigated in other 
districts, and which were said to have occurred 
at Rookwood, Eckersley Road, Narrabeen, and 
other places where the relief works had been 
carried on. We have not attempted to investi­
gate every one of these, nor indeed could it 
have been properly done within the time that 
has been allotted to us. 

Ron. members were aware that anony­
mous letters making complaints were no 
infrequent visitation of members of Par­
liament. Surely, because the commission 
took the course they" did in regard to these 
letters, they were not to be charged with 
being partisans and with sending to the 
Governor a report which could not be 
borne out by the evidence. . The report 
went on to say : 

In considering at the outset of our labours, 
the best and most expeditious course of proce­
dure, and after reading the evidence of the 
various witnesses that had been examined be­
fore the select committee of the Legislative As­
sembly, appointed on 15th November, 1888, we 
determined, wherever the same witnesses came 
before us, and the circumstances appe~red to us 
to justify the course, to incorporate their pre­
vious evidence in our prc.ceedings. 

Here was another clear ·and ample refuta­
tion of-the st~ttement of the bon. mPmber 
£or:Camden, MI.'. Kicld,. sci glibly indorsed 

by: the hon. member tor West Sydney., 
Mr. Abigail, and .cheered by that gigantic 
intellect of the Ministry, the Secretary for 
Mines. The commissioners would have 
been strictly carrying out their commis­
mission if they had examined every one of 
the witnesses who came before them, but 
what did they do 1 Let bon. ·members 
turn to the evidence. Let them look for 
instance at the evidence of Mr. Burrowes. 
The evidence which he had given before 
the select committee was read to him, and 
he was asked whether it was correct, ·or 
whether he desired to make any altera­
tions. The evidence given before the 
committee was then accepted as his evi­
dence. If these commissioners had worked 
to loot the country, and had followed in 
the footsteps of the man into whose con­
duct and misdeeds they bad been ap­
pointed to .inquire, they would have been 
sitting now. If this commission of worthy 
individuals had brought themselves clown 
to the level of this person, Davies, no 
doubt they could have received a decent 
sum in the shape of remuneration. He 
would not say who would have offered it 
to them ; but there was very little doubt 
but that it could have been obtained. The 
report went on to say : 

This appeared to us a desirable course, as well 
on the score of economising time and expense as 
for the purpose of enabling us to contrast their 
testimony and report on the whole evidence. 

In such an investigation as this, pa-rtaking of 
an inquiring nature, it was obviously impossible 
to confine witnesses to strictly legal evidence. 
Considerable latitude had to be allowed them in 
giving their evidence, and many documents were 
produced-in the course of the evidence for their 
assistance and for facilitating reference. 

We have not deemed it necessary to include 
in the appendix to this report, copies in full of 
all the exhibits that were put in. Those only 
that appear to us important for a proper appre­
hension of the evidence are fully copied. Others 
have been shortly particularised. 

In many cases as we proceeded, and evidence 
was given, making various disclosures, we 
deemed it our duty to call all necessary wit­
nesses on the point, with a view, if possible, to 
clearing up the matter and to elicit the truth 
before we came to deliberate on our report. 

We now proceed to the subjects of inquiry, 
dealing with them according to the order indi­
cated in our commission. 

[Committee counted.] The first portion of 
the report dealt with the working of the 
board. If hon. members were as interested 
in the character of J obn Davies as they 
professed to be, surely they could sit here 
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while 530 pages of this report were being 
read. We had heard a good deal of prate 
about the duty of bon. members in this 
matter. Where now were the bell-mouthed 
bawlers of last night who were so ready to 
tell us that we should not hurriedly take 
away the character of any man~ Where 
were they now ~ What did they care ~ 
They cared nothing. They had probably 
gone away to a tea-party, or to see "Julius 
Cresar," and by-ancl-hy, when there was a 
probability of their being reported in the 
press, they would return and bleat about 
honesty and honor. \V e should have the 
Premier coming clown talking about his 
character. He certainly hoped the hon. 
gentleman would put in an appearance. 
He had something to say about his char­
acter. He had a list of the men he had 
robbed by his various insolvencies. He 
had a list of the workmen he had robbed 
of theit· wages by his insolvencies. In one 
particular insolvency the hon. gentleman, 
who was such a good friend to the work­
ing-classes, was found to owe £4,138 in 
wages. This was the man who attacked 
the character of the leader of the Opposi­
tion. The report went on to say : 

The department, which afterwards became 
known as the Casual Labour Board, appears to 
have come into existence in the month of May, 
1887. 

The members constituting the department­
Messrs. John Davies, Frederick ·wells, and 
David Houison-rely on a document directed to 
them, and signed by Sir Henry Parkes, dated 
2nd May, 1887, as evidencing their appointment 
and authority. · 

Now, i'; had been contended on behalf of 
the Premier that it was an exhibition of 
moral courage on his part that he should 
have taken upon his own shoulders the 
whole of the responsibility for the ap­
pointment of the board. But what virtue 
was there in the enunciation of the Pre­
mier that he took the whole of the respon­
sibility, wl1en we found the aristocratic 
Secretary for Public ·works saying last 
night when the bell kept ringing for a 
quorum, "It will be all right when the 
eli vision comes" ~ Of course it was all 
right.. They had counted noses. The bell 
wether was about, and the lambs follo.wed. 
God never .intended them to have an 
opinion of their own, and in pursuance of 
the divine decree, they followed the bell 
wether. They were told that if the vote 
were not agree~ to, _Parlia,ment would be 

[Mr. Crick. 

. ~ 
dissolved. It was whispered in the l~bbies 
yesterday that the old boy was taking it 
as a party vote. ·where was the old -boy 
now~ "Where was this curious individual 
who boasted eternally of his courage, and 
said that no one could injure him ~ He 
should have something to say directly 
about the man who boasted that he never 
bent the knee to any one, although he 
apologised to him the other night.. [Com­
mittee counted. J There was no courage, 
none of that lionlike, indomitable pluck -

Mr. ScHEY : There is no quorum pre, 
sent, Mr. Chairman ! 

The CHAIRMAN : The hon. member must 
be aware that it is disorderly to call atten­
tion to the state of the Committee, and 
then to leave the Chamber. It is also 
exceedingly discourteous on the part of 
the bon. member to continually walk up 
and down the Chamber. Ron. members 
are supposed to be seated, and to walk to 
and fro only when necessity compels them 
to leave the Chamber. The hon. mem­
ber's conduct during the last l~:J.lf-hour 
in walking up and down the Chamber is 
not only disconcerting to the member who 
is speaking, but is disorderly and dis­
courteous. 

1\Ir. ScHEY had no intention of being 
discourteous; but after the protracted 
sitting we had had, it was exceedingly 
irksome to be compelled to sit still in the 
Chamber. 

1\Ir. CRICK would direct the attention 
of the Committee to the document of the 
Premier appointing the Casual J,abour 
Board. It appeared that the hon. gen­
tleman desired that the establishmen 
should be placed under the care of a care­
ful and trustworthy person. Now, the 
last person the Premier could have looked 
to in these circumstances was a man who 
was always before the courts of the coun­
try, who had never had any connection 
or association with any office of trust ; 
but that he had been accused of jobbery 
and corruption, a man whose name stank 
in the nostrils of the people, a man who 
could not he trusted by his most intimate 
friends, g, man who had an established 
reputation as a pilferer and a petjurer. 
This was the careful and trustworthy perc 
son selected by the Premier. vV ould the 
most ardent :mel incorrigible liar dare to 
say that .the Premier did not know when 
he was appoi~ting this _person, .Davies,-
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that he was appointing a man who pil-
fered whenever he got the chance 1 Only 
three cheques, forsooth. What number 
of cheques did this ardr.nt and magnani­
mous admirer of J olm Davies want to see 
stolen~ "What was the limit to the num­
ber of cheques John Davies was to steal~ 
Did the hon. gentleman want him to steal 
fifty 1 He would appeal to the hon. mem­
ber for The 1\iacleay, Mr. 0. 0. Dangar, a 
man who could .not bear to hear a harsh 
word said in this Assembly, and who in­
formed us the other night that when 
walking down the street he was horrified 
at seeing boys smoking cigarettes, and 
hearing them say " By gosh"--

The CHAIR)IAN: The bon. member is 
scarcely in order in making these refer­
ences to the hon. member for The 
1\'Iacleay. 

Mr. CRICK was gla,d to hear the Chair­
man interpreting the rules of debate so 
strictly ; but he regretted that it had not 
been done earlier. Surely hon. members 
did not want him to read the whole of 
this report without comment. [ Comm1~t­
tee counted. J The whole object of the argu­
ment was to win across hon. members op­
posite. He was sure that if he could show 
even a taint of impropriety in this claim 
made by Davies, the hon. member would 
not .-ote for a shilling of it. A man who 
would flog a boy for smoking a cigarette, 
or would flog a man who said a word of 
three letters with a harsh accent, would 
certainly vote against an embezzler. vVe 
were told that Davies was a careful and 
trustworthy character. No doubt he was, 
so far as he himself was concerned. Not 
only did he embezzle three cheques, but 
he got them drawn in two names, so that 
they could not be traced as Government 
money. Not only that, but one day want­
ing a hamper, he went down to McLean 

· & Rigg and bought a hamper basket for 
£3 lOs. To show what a careful man he 
was, he put it down to the state ; and in 
case the voucher might be traced, he put 
it down "six coils of manilla rope." Now, 
Davies might be a fool; he might not have 
the marvellous faculty for organisation 
that he was credited with by the simple 
man on the Government benches who 
wrote about ft-oggie, doggie, and loggie ; 
but he was cute enough to put down 
"manilla rope" instead of a hamper bas-

. ket. Perhaps he intended to ha Ye a good 
18 R 

feed at the expense of the country, and 
then do the country the best service in his 
power by hanging himself; but he was so 
trustworthy and careful that he forgot 
that part of it. This was the man to 
whom hon. members like the hon. member 
for The Macleay, Mr. 0. 0. Dangar, the 
bon. member for Grenfell, and the hon. 
member for Central Cumberland, J:lfr. 
Dale, voted to give £1,100. He did not 
know why the Postmaster-General voted 
for it; but, of course, the members of 
the Government must vote for it or the 
"old parliamentary hand" would send them 
scooting all over the place. He had the 
life of the Ministry in his hand. He had 
only to write his resignation, and what 
became of their £1,500 a year? The mar­
vellous document prepared by the hon. the 
Colonial Secretary went on to say : 

I assume that a suitable office may be obtained 
in Hyde Park Barracks. 

The green, innocent hmb! He knew it 
well. They had talked it over before, and 
arranged it. Davies and Parkes were as 
thick as two thieves. It was shown by 
the evidence that Davies used to visit 
Parkes's house. They had been intimate 
for a great number of years, and no doubt 
they sat clown and talked it over. He 
could imagine Old Iniq·.!ity sitting beside 
Shaved Simplicity--

The CHAIR)IAN: If the hon. member 
applies the first of those terms to the Colo­
nial Secretary it is certainly disorderly. 

nir. CRICK : It would be as well to 
ask me if I applied it to the Colonial 
Secretary first. 

The CHAIRMAN : There can be no doubt 
about the application. 

Mr. CRICK said that in a novel with 
which he thought most bon. members were 
acquainted, the characters were described 
in that way. If the Colonial Secretary 
were in the Chamber, and took it asap­
plied to himself, no doubt it would be out 
of order. 

The CHAIR~IAN : It is the duty of the 
Chair to more zealously guard the honor 
of members who are absent than those who 
are present. The lion. member's explana­
tion makes it more apparent what be in­
tendr.cl by the cxpreesion. I ask J1im to 
withdraw it. 

Mr. CRICK withdrew the expression. 
He could imagine this man, Sir Henry 
Parkes ; this great moclr.l character, this 

1 ... 
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model of propriety, this fit companion for 
virtuous women, sitting down with this 
trusty John Davies, and saying, "There 
is a quarter of a million of the people's 
money to be looked after. How is it to 
be looked after best~ By conserving it 
for the people. ·who a!·e the people 1 We, 
Parkes and Davies. "Whose hands are the 
most sticky?" John would say, ''Mine." 
Now he had finished the 25th page of the 
report, and there were only 522 more 
pages. After going through that, he would 
go through the list of the Premier's 
creditors, and show that he was a good 
moral man as compared with the hon. 
member, Mr. Dibbs, and a man worthy of 
the confidence of the country. He would 
also show that he was the man who ought 
to have the handling of a lot of public 
money, because he had never been in want. 
During the time he had been in public 
life he had only gone up to the tune qf 
£100,000. After that he would give the 
Committee some information as to the 
antecedents of some members who voted 
to give that money to John Davies, and 
he would also be able to gi1'e some in­
teresting information as to~ some outside 
sources from which· the Premier got money. 
There was a man whom Sir Henry Parkes 
met in Adelaide not so very long ago, and 
it had been asserted that he had got £500 
£rom that individual; at any rate, that 
indi,idual was now in the civil service of 
this colony in the receipt of £700 a year. 
He was sorry that so good a man as Sir 
Henry Parkes was not here to deny it. 
The other night Sir Henry Parkes, in re­
ferring to the action of Mr. Dibbs in mov­
ing the reduction of this item, told us that 
Salisbury never did a thing like that, and 
Gladstone never did a thing like that ; but, 
in God's name, had either of those men to 
meet such an opponent as Parkes 1 Search 

_the House of Commons through, search 
England through,searchEastEnd through, 
you could not find a man like the Premier. 
He had been said by his admirers to be a 
man of his time. He admitted it. He 
did not believe the world contained such 
another. His deliberate opinion of the 

_ Premier was, that he was a colossal and 
craven cur. 

The CHAIR)IAN: The bon. member must 
withdraw that expression. 

· Mr. CRICK withdrew the expression. 
He would like to say that the Premier was 

[Mr. Crick. 

.a man without courage, and he 
to call him a contemptible 
forms of the House would allow 

The CHAIR~IAN : The hon. member is not 
justified in doing indirectly what the forms 
of the House would not allow him to do 
directly. 

Mr. CRICK did not call the hon. mem­
·ber a contemptible coward, because he did 
not wish to break the rules of the House. 
He desired before he sat down to say a 
few words on an unclean subject. There 
was a man who at one time ran a journal 
in Sydney and obtained a living by going 
to various people and getting orders to 
write accounts and puffs of themselves and 
their businesses under a threat of wha,t he 
would do if they did not give him orders. 
In some unaccountable way that man got 
himself returned for a certain electorate. 
Immediately afterwards bankr~ptcy no­
tices became as frequent as flies in summer; 
but by some mysterious process this pauper, 
using the term both in a monetary sense 
and with reference to character-had 
managed to stave off those bankruptcy 
peoceedings. He had been all things by 
turns, and nothing long. He had tried 
journalism ; he had tried every possible 
thing. He was once a Roman Catholic, 
then he became an Orangeman. 

RoN. ME)IBERs : No ! 
lYir. CRICK : "\Vell, he tried to become 

an Orangeman. He applied to be admitted 
into an Orange lodge ; but they did with 
him what the licensing bench did with Mr. 
John Davies, they gave him the "boot" ; 
they refused to admit him. This man had 
once made insulting reference to· a phy­
sical defect ft·om which he suffered. Un­
fortunately, from his childhood he had 
suffered from an affection of his eves. It 
was something he could not cont~ol, and 
medical skill could not cure it. An indi­
vidual who would refer to a man's phy­
sical defects was beneath contempt. This 
bon. member, honorable by courtesy o£ 
Parliament, Mr. Haynes, had thought fit 
to taunt him with that defect. \Yell, he 
was not going to bLke much notice of a 
man of the character and antecedents of 
:M:r. Haynes. There was only one form o£ 
argument that a man of his stamp could 

. understand and _appreciate. But in vindi­
cation of an assertion made by the hon. 
member for Queanbeyan, :M:r. O'Sullivan, 
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he state that he had in his hand 
proofsltbat the hon. member sent his chil­
drenrCharles Haynes--

The CHAIRMAN : The hon. member can­
l).ot refer to a debate which took place in 
the House. 

Mr. CRICK, without referring to any 
debate, would state for the information of 
the Committee that he had in his hand 
proof that Charles Haynes attended St. 
Francis' Roman Catholic Boys School, 
Paddington, from the 8th April, 1889, to 
to the 8th July, 1889; and that Horace 
and Bertie Haynes attended St. Francis' 
Infant School, Paddington, a Roman 
Catholic school --

The CHAIR~IAN: The hon. member must 
see that this has nothing whatever to do 
with the debate before the Committee. 

Mr. CRICK had achieved his object. 
He merely wished to show the value of 
any statements made by the hon. member 
for :M:udgee, Mr. Haynes. That was one 
of the apologists for Mr. Davies. It was 
men like that who supported Mr. Davies. 
There were some men· who voted because 
they were forced to vote for Mr. Davies; 
there were others who voted because they 
did not know what they were voting for; 
there were others who voted for party 
reasons. He wanted one man of intellect, 
independence, and character to stand up 
and justify a vote given to put public 
money into the pockets_ of Mr. Davies. 
He had heard nothing except from men 
who were forced to speak for Mr. Davies. 
He had heard Sir Henry Parkes, but he 
dare not do anything else, because of that 
mysterious bond. He had heard the hon. 
member for ·west Sydney, Mr. Abigail ; 
but on the faith of an Orangeman Mr. 
Abigail must vote for Mr. Davies. He 
did not know the rules of the lodge, 
but he believed they were very severe and 
binding. One of the most independent 
and straightforward men in the House, 
Mr. Kidd, voted for Mr. Davies, and 
when he knew that Mr. Kidd belonged to 
the same lodge he could only conclude 
that Mr. Kidd must vote for Mr. Davies. 

The CHAIR~IAX: The hon. member is 
out of order in imputing unworthy motives. 

Mr. CRICK would say nothing more 
on that point. He would like to br.ar the 
hon. member, Mr. Greene, justify the vote 
he had given. He took no notice of 
the speech of Mr. Reid; he looked upon 

that as a paid speech. Why should we 
take any notice of an hon. member who 
had not the courtesy to come and listen to 
the previous debates, but simply took the 
garbled reports in the free-trade press-a 
press that gave in extenso the nonsensical 
utterances of the Premier, and gave an 
inch and a half to the magnificent reply 
of the leader of the Opposition, which was 
admitted by both sides of the House to be 
the most effective retort ever heard inside 
these walls. The Herald and the Telegraph 
gave about two columns to the dirty drivel 
of the head of the Government. 

The CHAIRMAN : I trust the hon. mem­
ber will endeavour to couch his ideas in 
orderly language. Mr. Speaker has given 
a ruling which I, as an officer under Mr. 
Speaker, am bound to follow. The lan­
guage the hon.·member is using is outside 
the limits of reasonable debate. 

Mr. DIBBS was not aware that Mr. 
Speaker had given any ruling to alter the 
decision that the Chairman had given, with 
unanimous consent of the House, that every 
speaker was allowed the same license as 
that with which the debate had been com­
menced. 

The CHAIRi\IAN: Every hon. member is · 
cognisant that the hon. member used lan­
guage this morning to which exception was 
taken. It was brought under the notice 
of Mr. Speaker, who held that it was cer­
tainly disorderly. It devolves upon me, 
as an officer under Mr. Speaker, to confine 
this debate within fair limits, as laid down 
by May. Any license or liberty given 
before that, as the hon. member himself 
admitsJ was far outside the rules of de­
bate. I ask the hon. member to withdraw 
the expression he has used. 

Mr. DIBBS did not wish to argue with 
the Chair ; but he wished to state that so 
far as he understood Mr. Speaker's ruling 
it referred to certain language which was 
undoubtedly disorderly. He presumed the 
Chairman would not allow disorderly lan­
guage to be made use of; but the question 
of latitude was a different matter. 

The CHAIRMAN: I have not ruled on 
that point. The Chair has offered no 
opinion as to the matter referred to by the 
hon. member. Latitude within fair rules 
of debate will be in no way interfered with. 
I ask the hon. member to withdraw the 
expression. 
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J14r. CRICK withdrew the expression. 

When he spoke again he proposed to show 
what the Premier's life had been in the 
past as compared with the life of the 
leader of the Opposition. He would not 
have done that had not the Premier raked 
up every possible thing against Mr. Dibbs. 
The Premier was the first to introduce 
personal abuse. He was followed, of 
course, by the hon. member for \Vest 
Sydney, .M:r. Abigail; but he did not 
blame that hon. member, because he could 
not help it ; it was part and parcel of his 
nature. vVe might have a very good 
indictment against his Creator; but we 
could not blame him himself for having 
been sent into the world with a vast 
amount of bitterness, and with very little 
of the milk of human kindness. He would 
resume his remarks at a later hour. 

lVIr. GREENE rose to answer t!ce 
challenge thrown out by the hon. member 
for West :i\'Iacquarie. However much 
he might differ from that bon. member, 
he admitted that he had approached the 
subject with care and diligence, with a 
boldness worthy of a better cause, and 
with an intensity and fervour which 
showed that every syllable he uttered was 
honest. But the hon. member went 
beyond the bounds of legitimate state­
ment when he put himself forward as a 
man holding strong views, and denied that 
it was possible for others to be honest if 
they differed from him. In this matter 
he meant to take a moderate course. It 
was all very well for men to take strong 
views, and the men who succeeded best in 
political life were those who took the most 
extreme views. The public at htrge was 
apt to condemn those who acted in what 
was called a milk-and-water way ; but he 
looked upon that man as essentially weak 
who would subserve his own views to 
to those of a class, and would seek to gain 
a certain amount of power and noto­
riety by indulging in extreme Yiews. There 
were plenty of men yoked by bonds 
of party to those with whom they could 
not ally themselves. The moderate man 
often reaped abuse from both sides, 
and was held to l1ave no opinions, al­
though his opinions might be of such a 
character that they would bear the strain 
of time and rt·sult in the ultimate appre­
ciation of the m::m who had the courage to 
hold them. He would not therefore shelter 

[Mr. C1·ick. 

'oor 
himself under the wing of one side 'or the 
other ; he was prepared to accept · the, 
amendment which had been proposeu by 
the hon. member for East Sydney, a,nd he 
would give his grounds for supporting it. 
If it were possible to escape this difficulty 
altogether ; if it were possible to eliminate 
from the history of the past the whole 
story of John Davies, he would be delighted. 
But we were here as practical men to deal 
with the case as it stood. The conntry 
had a duty to perform, and it should per­
form that duty in a way consona.nt with 
the dignity of the country, and the aspira­
tions of the genP-ral public. He might 
say at once that although he had never 
seen Mr. John Davies he could not con­
ceive that under any circumstances he 
would be a party to an appointment such 
as that under which J olm Davies rose and 
flourished. He would do everything in his 
power to relieve this country from the 
stigma of having appointed such a man. 
But the fact had been accomplished. John 
Davies was appointed as chairman of the 
Casual Labour Board ; the work had been 
dorie, and it was absolutely necessary that 
that work should be paid for. Some hon. 
members had said that as there was no­
agreement ~ir. Davies could not haYe com­
pelled payment. But he would ask, if any 
man accepted the service of <Lnother, 'vith 
or without an agreement, and the servant 
had clone his work, what defence could be 
set up if he sued for remuneration 1 The 
question would be asked, " Did you tell 
this man to go on with this work 1" "Yes." 
"You were aware that he was going on 
with it1" "Yes." "Did you superin­
tend his work 1" " No." Would not the 
answer be, "If you have made <t bad bar­
gain you must stand or fall by it "1 If 
any one were to try and shelter himself 
behind the fact that there was no agree­
ment, was it likely in this prosaic age that it 
would be believed that anything was to he 
gi,'en for nothing1 This man whetbel' he 
was good or had, undertook to perform 
certain services, and were we to expect 
that the work would be clone for nothing 1 
No man outside a lunatic asylum would 
undertake work involving anxiety, trouble, 
and expense, expecting to get nothing for 
it. The position, therefore, was not weak­
ened in the least by the fact that there was 
no special agreement. If the House re­
fused to sanction the payment, and John 
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DaYies took his case into court, "'ho could 
deny that he would get a verdict, and who 
could deny it, that the country and the 
Ministry would be co\·ered with obloquy? 
ViTa~ it a right thing tlmt the Govemment 
should refuse to pay its debts, and tell the 
person demanding payment to go and seek 
his redress in court 7 That would be an 
unworthy and cowardly act, ancl would 
stamp the GoYernment as being incapable 
of carrying on the business of the couutr.v. 
.We mnst pay something, and if we only 
paid the amount suggested by the hon. 
member for East Sydney, he considered 
that we would be getting out of a very 
bad job very cheaply. A great deal of ir­
relevant matter had been introduced into 
this discussion. We had J obn Davies 
criticised in every possible way. vVe had 
been told that the vote he gave in the 
Upper House on the bill for payment of 
members was an absolute insult. If it 
were so,. nine members out of ten seemed 
to pocket the insult very complacently. 
They reminded him of the official in the 
"Mikado," who wished to be insulted 
again. There were seYeral other points 
to consider. If Mr. J olm Davies did not 
do his work properly in connection with 
the Casual Labour Board, somebody blun­
dered, and it was a terrible shame that a 
man should be allowed to go on perform­
ing his work badly, and then be brought 
up with a jerk. In any business transac­
tion, if a man you employed did his work 
badly, yon had your redress against him in 
a certain way, but that way wa~ not to re­
fuse payment. Even if he robbed you, 
you had redress in· the courts of law ; and 
it would be a high-handed, as well as a 
useless and futile proceeding to condone the 
greater offence, and recoup yourself by 
refusing him his emolument which he 
l1ad eamed, whether he had earned it well 

• or badly. It must be clear to every man, 
whose natural intelligence had not been 
warped by strong party ties, that some­
thing must be paid, and the sum suggested 
in the amendment was a small sum by 
whi.ch we might possibly ·get riel of this 
very great difficulty. From first to last 
the whole business had been most un­
pleasant. A great many hon. members 
had direcLed their remarks almost entirely 
against the previous history of John 
Davies; but he could not help recognising 
ithat every blow at J"ohn Davies was a 

blow at Sir Henry Parkes. If the appoint­
ment of J olm Davies was a disgraceful 
one Sir Henry Parkes was answe1'able for 
it. Although he was willing to give the 
Government any reasonable and fair sup­
port, he was not prepared so far to sink 
his individuality, or to give up his liberty, 
as to uphold everything that had been done 
by the hon. gentleman at present presiding 
over the destinies of this country. There 
had been culpable wrong done ; but the 
matter had been condoned, and the only 
way out of the difficulty was to vote a fair 
and reasonable compensation. There was 
one expression that he must take excep­
tion to, that it was "looting the Trea­
sury." He would ask hon. members 
whether we could do the thing cheaper 7 
The way to save the country from being 
looted was to settle the matter with as 
little expense as possible. If the matter 
went to law a larger sum would be 
awarded, over and above that would be 
law costs, and over and above that woul¢1 
the loss of dignity and prestige to the Go­
vernment of this country and every one 
connected with it. Under those circum­
stances, as a practical man, not bound to 
one side or the other-not constrained by 
any of those ties to which the hon. mem­
ber for vVest l\'Iacquarie had referred, he 
wished to impress on bon. members with 
all the force he was capable of, that they 
should take that means of solving the diffi­
culty, cut the gordian knot once and for 
ever, and get rid of this thing, which 
stank in the nostrils of the people. He 
had givE;Jn this matter the fullest considera­
tion-he had put forward his views in a 
way which would admit of no misunder­
standing, and he was sure that every bon. 
member would admit he had !>poken with­
out fear of one side or the other, and that 
he had spoken that which he believed. 
He had great hope that the Committee 
would accept the amendment proposed by 
the hon. member for East Sydney. 

Mr. DICKENS thought tbat it was the 
feeling of the Committee that we should 
settle this matter as Eoon as possible, 
and it was our bounden duty to settle 
it quickly. vVe must finish the work 
of the country, and the civil servants 
must be paid. He regretted very much 
that so much personal feeling had been in­
troduced into the debate. No doubt there 
~ad been very grave faults on both sides; 

• 
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but he wished to say, as a member of the 
Opposition and as an independent mem­
ber of the House, that he could not take 
the charges hurled against Sir Henry 
Parkes as true. The hon. member might 
have been guilty of great indiscretion ; 
but history told us that during the time 
Sir Henry Parkes had stood in this House, 
politically his soul was pure and his bands 
clean. Then, on the other side, as to the 
charges made against his leader, Mr. Dibbs, 
he was confident that the hon. member 
was the last man in the whole world to 
do a dirty or dishonest action. He thought 
that these personalities should be dropped 
at once, and that we should divest our­
selves of all party feeling. If he was 
sitting behind Sir Henry Parkes he would 
vote against this item, as be intended to 
do now. I£ the item had been brought 
forward by Mr. Dibbs he would have 
voted against it in the performance of 
what he considered his duty to himself, to 
his constituents, and to the country. He 
could not accept the amendment of the 
hon. member for East Sydney I£ we ac­
cepted any amendment at all; if we voted 
for lOs. or £1, or £5, we would be express­
ing the opinion that Mr. Davies was en­
titled to something, and be contended that 
he was entitled to nothing. He had no 
doubt whatever that the general opinion 
of the country was dead against this vote 
being passed. He did not give his vote 
through fear; but he was certain that if be 
voted for this £1,102 lOs., he would have 
very great difficulty when he went back to 
Wil cannia in explaining his action to his con­
stituents. If JYir. John Davies was entitled 
to this amount let him seek redress in the 
law courts. He again appealed strongly to 
hon. members to settle this matter one way 
or the other as soon as possible, and let us 
finish the business of the country. 

Mr. GARRETT wished to deal with 
the question of putting Mr. Davies in the 
position of going to a court of law. How 
could he get into a court of law~ The de­
fendants, that was to say, the Govern­
ment, did not dispute his claim ; they had 
proposed to pay it; but not being able to 
pay it without the sanction of the bankers, 
that was to say, this House, they had come 
to the bankers to ask for the money. 
They were willing to pay it, so how could 
Mr. Davies get into a court oflaw ~ Now, 
with regard to the amendment of his hon. 

[Mr. Dickens. 

friend, the member for East Sydney. If 
the claim was a good one, a fair payment 
for it should be made. He thought it 
was a good claim, because very valuable 
services had been rendered by Mr. Davies 
in this matter, although there might have 
been some irregularities. He had con­
ducted transactions involving a quarter 
of a million of money, and if you went to 
any broker and sold a quarter of a million 
worth of shares you would have to pay 
£2,500. The amount could not be re­
duced therefore, on the ground that it 
was too much as a matter of business ; it 
was to be reduced because of some other 
consideration, and the consideration put 
forward by those who challenged the vote 
was of a criminal character. If we re­
duced the amount we should be condoning 
a crime. That was the condition of 
affairs as stated by those who objected to 
the payment. There was another way 
of judging whether the amount. was too 
large. Let us take the case of the pay­
ments to other people who had been en­
gaged in this case-the members of the 
commission and the accountants who were 
appointed to aid them in examining the 
accounts. Mr. Franklin charged at the 
rate of 10 guineas per clay, which came 
to £462, and also for .professional work 
as engineer and surveyor-though it was 
as an engineer and surveyor that he was 
appointed-he made a charge of £178 
lOs., making a total of £640 lOs. that 
Mr. Franklin claimed. 

Mr. A. ALLEN : For how many clays' 
labour~ 

Mr. GARRETT saicl.that he commenced 
his labours on the 25th of February, and 
completed them on the 3rd of June. The 
number of days had been mentioned in the 
debate; but he had not worked it. out. 

Mr. DALTON: He had a number of hands 
employed in making surveys ! 

Mr. GARRETT said that he was trying 
to show that the amount claimed by Mr. 
Davies was not excessive as compared with 
the demands of other persons for similar 
services. 

An HoN. ME)IBER : The other demands 
were excessive ! 

Mr. GARRETT said that they had been 
paid without challenge by the hon. gentle­
man who challenged the item now before 
the Committee. 

Mr. DIBBS: Those items were pcstponed I · 
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Mr. GARRETT said that Mr. Waller 
had made a charge of 10 guineas a day for 
forty-four meetings of the commission, 
making a total of £493 lOs., and he had 
also charged for e·xtra services rendered in 
" reading up the evidence, checking ac­
counts and vouchers, writing up corre­
spondence, examining and checking books, 
drawing up report on same," £210. 

Mr. A. ALLEN : These are the men who 
get at the public purse ! 

Mr. GARRETT never knew of a more 
flagrant instance in which the public purse 
had been got at. 

lVIr. DmBS : This House has not voted 
the money yet ! 

Mr. GARRETT was only showing the 
charges that had been made. The gentle­
men whom he had mentioned were ap­
pointed by the hon. gentleman who was 
interrupting him. The president of the 
commission made no claim ; but in a letter 
dated the 19th of July last he stated : 

When I accepted the duty as president, the 
late Colonial Secretary, Mr. Dibbs, at an inter­
view I had with him, other members of the 
Cabinet being present, intimated to me that fees 
would be paid, and as to the amount I could 
trust to the liberality of the Government to re­
compense me for my services and time in con­
nection with the commission. 

Mr. A. ALLEN : Liberality of which 
government~ 

:Mr. GARRETT: The late Dibbs Go­
vernment. 

:M:r. DmBS : There is no agreement 
mentioned in that letter ! 

Mr. GARRETT said that the hon. 
gentleman had promised to pay liberally, 
so that he supposP.cl he was not going to 
act stingily ; but that payment would be 
made at a similar rate to that made in 
other cases. On the 22nd of July last, 
Mr. Cape again wrote : 

In view of what the late Colonial Secretary 
stated to me as to amount of fees, as mentioned in 
my letter of 19th instant, I submit hereunder, 
for the purpose of affording some guide to a fair 
assessment of my remuneration, memorandum 
from my diary showing the time in which I was 
exclusively occupied in connection with the 
duties as president of the late commission, out­
.side the time I was engaged in conducting ex­
aminations of witnesses on the actual sittings of 
the commission. I add also from the printed 
records note of time I was engaged on the sit­
tings. The work outside the sittings consisted 
of the neoossary peru~al of e-vidence --

Here was another gentleman who made 
an extra charge for perusing evidence, 

work for which he was paid, and which 
he had undertaken to perform. 
and examination of a mass of records, vouchers, 
and books of the Casual Labour Board ; also the 
many numerous printed and parliamentary 
papers bearing upon this matter-preparing a 
special and final report-particular work as ~ 
president, special correspondence with various 
Government departments, and arranging as to 
witnesses to be examined. I was obliged to de-
vote myself to the work on Sundays and public 
holidays, and generally at night, to meet the de-
mands. 

Duties as president individually in work of 
the commission exclusive of the time of the 
actual sittings of the commission, 502 hours. 
Forty-seven sittings at commission, 200 hours. 
Total, 702 hours. 

Mr. Cape represents this as being 117 
working days. No mention of the amount 
of fees to be paid was made by Mr. Cape, 
and. as the other members of the com­
mission claimed £10 lOs. per sitting, this 
has been computed at the same rate, 
making in all £1,128 lOs. 

Mr. A. ALLEN : But he is a professional 
lawyer! 

Mr. GARRETT said that it was because 
of that that he was appointed president. 
He was only looking at these facts, as 
they bore on the amount claimed by Mr. 
Davies. 

Mr. DmBs : Did Mr. J olm Davies ever 
earn 5 guineas a day in his life~ 

·Mr. Kmn : How much did he earn a day 
when he was a member of the Ministry~ 

Mr. STEVENSON wished to take . the 
Chairman's ruling as to whether the hon. 
member's remarks were relevant to the 
subject under discussion ~ 

Mr. GARRETT said that there was an 
item of £1,100 upon the estimate as are­
ward for Mr. Davies' services. It was 
proposed to cut that down by £600 odd. 
He was quoting these figures to show what 
had been paid to other persons for similar 
services, so as to prove that Mr. Davies' 
claim was not excessive when compared 
with them, and he was giving reasons why 
the item should not be reduced. 

The CHAIRliiA.I.'<: The hon. member is 
perfectly in order in incidentally referring 
to items further on ; but he is not in 
order in going into details, because the 
items will come up for discussion at ::1. 

later ]Jeriod. 
Mr. GARRETT said that these sums· 

amounted altogether to £2,4 72, and there 
were only forty-four days expended upon 
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the work. Mr. Davies was eighteen or 
twenty months in doing that for which he 
claimed £1,100. He, therefore, thought 
that the hon. member who had movPcl the 
reduction of the item must be considered 
entirely out of court. He also pointed 
out that the reasons given for the reduc­
tion of the item were criminal charges 
against ~'Ir. Davies, so that if he were 
paid a less amount than he claimed it 
would be compounding a felony. 

Mr. PAUL: Mr. Davies only claims for 
eight months ! 

Mr. GARRETT said that perhaps that 
made the case of the bon. member for 
East Sydney somewhat better; but if a 
party made a charge before a court-and 
we were now practically a court trying 
the charges brought against Mr. Davies­
and while the easEl was proceeding went 
up to the defendant and said, " If you 
take half we will drop the prosecution," it 
would be a clear case of compounding a 
felony, and that was what was being done 
by the amendment. There was another 
phase of the matter. Endeavours had 
been made to im·olve the Government in 
it-statements having been made that 
they unduly favoured Mr. Davies in 
creating the appointment in the first 
place, and in the way they treated 
him afterwards. Whether the appoint­
ment of Mr. Davies was right or not, he 
had not been treated properly by the Go­
vernment since. vVhen the report of the 
commission was brought up the Govern­
ment should have dealt with the matter 
there and then. It was by no means 
necessary for them to send him before the 
criminal courts of the country in the most 
undeserved manner. There were many 
other ways in which it could be shown that 
the Government had not favoured Mr. 
Davies. They had not favoured him by 
putting this amount on theestimates-they 
could and should have paid him without 
putting it there. In the way in which they 
treated Mr. Davies they almost committed 
themselves to a belief in the charges 
brought against him, and he was hardly 
contented with the way in which they had 
treated him. He did not desire, nor was 
he very well able on account of the state 
of his health, to prolong this matter. He 
thoroughly indorsed what had been said 
by one or two hon. gentlemen, especially 
by the hon. and learned member for East 

[ .ilb·. G a1-rett. 

Sydney, in reference to the utter unmanli­
ness, un-Englishness, of bringing up past 
episodes in the history of Mr. Da,·ies. 
Every one of the ch<trges brought against 
him had been tried before the constituted 
tribunals of the country, and in every case 
Mr. Davies came off scot free, and they 
should not have been brought in to sway 
the judgment· of the Committee. He said 
that those charges were a party move in 
order to damage the head of the Govern­
ment. How did they bring him into 
immediate connection with this matter 7 
He did not care how it was done ; but 
statements were made that Mr. Davies 
threatened the Colonial Secretary that he 
had papers in his possession which, if pub­
lished, would drive him from the country, 
and it was insinuated that to prevent those 
papers being produced Mr. Davies had 
been favoured whenever the Premier had 
an opportunity of doing it; in other words, 
that public funds had i:Jeen given as hush­
money to a man who, it was alleged, was 
in a position to bring a charge ag<tinst the 
Colonial Secretary that would dri,·e him 
from the colony. Could any more serious 
charge be made against a public man than 
that 7 Attempts had been made, insidi­
ously or boldly, as the case happened, to 
connect the Colonial Secretary with these 
transactions ; and it was hinted that for 
fear of Mr. Davies the head of the Go­
vernment had appointed him to the posi­
tion of chairman of the board, and had 
subsequently made him a member of the 
Upper House. That clearly showed what 
was the real object of the action taken by 
the Opposition, because the amendment 
which was defeated last night was moved 
by the leader of the Opposition ; and we 
knew, as regards ~Ir. Davies, that the 
present action was being taken through 
political feeling. vV e could not forget 
that he had been for twenty years in 
politics. He had been C<tlled an under­
ground engineer, and similar expressions 
had been used about him, because he had 
always taken an active position as a party 
man. 

An RoN. 1\h~IBER : The last time he 
was in Parliament he supported the Pre­
mier ! 

Mr. GARRETT supposed the Premier 
took him as a colleague because of the 
damaging papers which he had in his pos­
session. These charges were really made 
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' 
against the Colonial Secretary, and we had 
heard them before when :Mr. Davies' ap­
pointment to the Upper House had been 
spoken of. These charges had been brought 
up over and over again by bon. members 
opposite. 

An RoN. MEMBER : Why go over the 
matter again 1 

Mr. G AHRETT wanted to show that 
this was really a party matter. He was 
not on his trial. 

Mr. SLATTERY: The hon. member was, 
once in his life ! 

Mr. G AHHETT said that he had been ; 
but the House <.lid not send him to the 
court before taking the opinion of Parlia­
ment. He was tried directly on resolu­
tions based on the report of the commis­
sion. 

Mr. SLATTERY submitted that the hon. 
member's remarks were irrelevant. vVe 
were not trying the acts of a preceding 
parliament; we were dealing with an item 
in the estimates. · 

The CHAIR~IAN : The bon. member was 
drawn into making those remarks by the 
interjection of the hon. member for Boo­
rowa. He did not think that the hon. 
member would digress further from the 
subject. 
·Mr. GAHHETTonlyreferredtothemat­

ter to show what had been the procedure 
before in dealing with these cases. vVith 
the result of that case he was decidedly 
satisfied. Instead of the Government 
sending him to a police court, and em­
ploying eminent lawyers to prepare in­
formations and give opinions about his 
case, they moved a motion condemning his 
action ; and the same course should have 
been taken in the other House in reference 
to Mr. Davies. He ought not· to have 
been put on his trial before a tribunal be­
fore which all the low thieves and vaga­
bonds of the city were tried. While speak­
ing of the amounts that had been paid to 
members of commissions, he had omitted 
to mention the amount paid as fees to 
1\iessrs. Mason & Miles, who were mere ac­
countants. They claimed £5 5s. per day 
each for 142 days' services on the special 
commission-in all, £1,491. The Com­
mittee must be convinced, after hearing 
the figures which he had read, that Mr. 
Davies' claim was <t very moderate one; 
because members of commissions were 
generally paid at about the same rate as 

he had mentioned, and he thought that 
:Mr. Davies' work was of much greater, 
or at le<tst of as great a value as that done 
by ordinary commissions. Something had 
been said about the high cha.racter of the 
members of the commission which had 
inquired into the working of the Casual 
Labour Board. His hon. friend yester­
day spoke in the highest possible terms of 
Mr. Cape, and he thoroughly indorsed 
what he had said as to that gentleman's 
character ; but he did not know that Mr. 
Cape had ever given any proof of his 
ability to act in the capacity of president 
of a commission. He had not been a 
judge, and therefore had not had any ex­
perience in the weighing of eYidence. 
But let us inquire into the character and 
conduct of another of the commissioners, 
and see whether he was not appointed on 
the principle of setting an ill-doer to catch 
an ill-doer--

Mr. HEm extremely regretted having 
to rise to order; but he wished to know 
whether the hon. member would be in 
order in inquiring into the character of 
one of the commissioners, as he proposed 
to do 1 

Mr. GARRETT had no desire to do it; 
but it had been stated that the report of 
the commission could not be questioned, 
because of the character and ability of the 
commissioners, and no doubt if he liked 
to claim his right to do what he proposed, 
the Chairman would decide that he could 
do it. He was not going to say anything, 
except what was on the records of Parlia­
ment, and he would leave bon. gentlemen 
to form their own conclusions. 

The CHAIRliiAN : The bon. member will 
only be in order in referring in general 
terms to these gentlemen. They have 
already been referred to in general terms; 
but their conduct or capabilities cannot 
be discussed in detail, because the item 
has been postponed. \Vhcn it comes on 
again, it will be open to the hon. gentle­
man to make any remarks about them he 
may think fit. 

Mr. GAHHETT would. postpone his 
remarks until then. The gentleman to 
whom he had referred was not Mr. 
Waller. Before sitting down, he would 
like tu say a word or tivo as to the efi'ect 
of the debate on the reputation of the 
House, and of the country. 'Vhichever 
side was to blame for what had occurred, 
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everybody must :a.dmit that. the proceed­
ings which had taken place must be in 
disparagement of the reputation of Parlia­
ment and a disgrace to the country itself. 
Of course the strong expression:; used 
must fall on the heads of the bon. mom­
hers who used them. Hon. members must 
see that the way in which the charges had 
been dealt with would be an eternal dis­
grace to Parliament. I£ we paid the money 
a million times o>er, it would do less injury 
to the country than this debate had done. 
I£ we did that, it might be a reflection upon 
our common-sense; but it would not be a 
reflection upon the character of the colony. 
As far as his own feelings went, he thought 
that it was the worst debate which we 
ever had in the history of Parliament. 
He had been here for thirty years, and 
had taken an active interest during that 
time in parliamentary proceedings. 

Mr. Dmss: I remember a worse! 
l\ir. GARRETT said that he knew what 

'Pthe hon. member referred to, and he 
thanked the bon. gentleman for the gener­
ous way in which he had acfed on that 
occasion ; but he did not think that he 
would have brought it up again like that. 

Mr. Dmss: The bon. member provoked 
me by saying that this was the worst de­
bate which had ever taken place in Parlia­
ment. I said that there had been debates 
a great deal worse. 

Mr. GARRETT said that the debate to 
which the hon. gentleman referred was 
conducted on very good principles; there 
could be no fault found with it on that 
score. There was a great deal of party 
and personal feeling, and the reputation of 
two men was at stake ; but the proceed­
ings were conducted with moderation and 
decorum as compared with those which 
had just taken place. 

Mr. Dmss : Did the Colonial Secretary 
act with moderation~ 

Mr. G.A .. RRETT would not be drawn 
into any discussion that would involve the 
reopening of those charges, which ought 
never to have been brought up. The ques­
tion was, whether we should give Mr . 
.Davies £1,102 lOs., or only £500, and he 
thought he had fairly and fully shown that 
the amount claimed for services rendered, 
irrespective of the way in which the ap­
pointment was made or the work done, 
was insignificant as compared with the 
payments .made to other persons who did 

[Jfr. Garrett. 

not do one-tenth of the work. He ha~l 
also shown that if anything less than the 
full amount were paid it was compounding 
a felony. For that reason he hoped that 
the Committee would, by a decided ma­
jority, rE\ject the hon. member's amend­
ment; and, by a still more decided majority, 
reject any attempt to prevent the granting: 
of the item as proposed. 

Mr. COPLAND 'said that several of 
the speakers on the other side of the 
Chamber had endeavoured to prove that 
bon. members on this side were making 
this matter a party one. As far as that was 
concerned, he was perfectly free from any 
party feeling, and simply acted upon the 
conviction in his own mind as to the jus­
tice of the claim. He thought that it was 
not just, because of the facts mentioned in 
the speeches which had been made ; he 
thought it had been shown that this man 
was not entitled to £1,100, and that he 
was not entitled to anything. As to the 
comparison of the hon. member for Cam­
den, Mr. Garrett, of the amount claimed 
by Mr. Davies with the charges made by 
other commissioners; he said it was per­
fectly futile to endeavour to raise that 
question, because if Mr. Davies had clone 
his duty properly, and had acted honor­
ably and justly towards the state, the 
amount he claimed would have been im­
mediately voted. The question was : did 
this £1,100 come on the estimate as a 
claim by him, or was it placed there by 
the Government 1 I£ it was placed there 
by the Government they were playing false 
with the people. Mr. Pilcher, in giving 
his opinion on the case, said that Mr. 
Davies not having received money fro!ll 
the state, or being a paid servant, could 
not be c6nvicted, so that if this amount 
was placed on the estimates after he had 
been tried, it was condoning a wrong. He 
thought the Committee would decide the 
question on its merits; and as John Davies 
was the man who committed the wrong, 
the money should not be paid to him. He 
was perfectly satisfied that the majority 
of bon. members were thoroughly of that 
opinion, if they could only set aside any 
party bias. He thought every man in the 
Chamber should be guided by that idea. 
He was not going to make a party ques­
tion of the matter. He knew nothing of 
Mr. Davies, excepting what he had heard 
about him during the debate ; but if we 
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eliminated the facts in the speeches which 
had been made, we should find that John 
Davies was guilty. He thought it was 
quite apparent, looking at the question 
from a business point of view, that if a 
man were intrusted with the collection of 
moneys for another, and he paid them into 
his own credit, he was to all intents and 
purposes a thief. It was not one cheque 
only that Mr. Davies had dealt with in 
this way; if it had been it might have 
been passed over-but when it came to 
three, and the matter was only found out 
by a commission, his action was still more . 
a theft. You might talk about this gen­
tleman's want of business knowledge; but 
it was .well known that if a man received 
trust money, and paid it into his own 
account, he was a thief, and any business 
man would have dismissed an employee 
for so doing. 

Mr. BRUCE SmTH : They would have 
to pay his wages up to the time of dis­
missal! 

Mr. COPLAND: If the man paid 
·three cheques, which were not his own, 
into his own credit, l1e acted \vrongly.· 

An HoN. ME~IBER : The money has been 
repaid! · 

Mr. COPLAND said that :M:r. Davies 
had no justification for placing the money 
to his own credit, and that it was only 
when he was forced to refund it that he 
did so. 

Mr. A. ALLEN : Better have him tried 
over again! 

Mr. COPLAND had no wish to go 
over the matter again. He simply rose to 
say that he should record his vote against 
the passing of the item. After giving 
a great deal of consideration to what he 
had heard, he thought it had been clearly 
shown that Mr. Davies had committed a 
wrong, and, if he had, the Committee 
should not pay him a shilling. He did 
not think any stigma attached to the Pre­
mier in this matter other than the blunder . 
of its conception. The bon. gentleman 
blundered in not entering into a proper 
contract with Mr. Davies. A proper con­
tract should have been entered into with 
him, and a proper check put upon him. 
It was a blunder on the part of the Colo­
nial Secretary to place a man of the John 
Davies stalllp, who bad no business know­
ledge, in a position like that, where large 
amounts passed through his hands, without 

putting a check upon him. He did not 
think that the Colonial Secretary had been 
associated with Mr. Davies in any wrong­
doing; but he should have had more cau­
tion before placing Mr. Davies in the posi­
tion which he held. 

Mr. HASSALL said that if there was 
one feature in the debate which he re­
gretted more than anything else, it was the 
fact that personalities had been introduced 
into it, that the past careers of men hold­
ing high positions in the Paxliament had 
been alluded to-things which we had had 
raked up· over and over again. He, for 
one, would like to see parliamentary debate 
carried on on different lines. Surely if a 
man committed a wrong, or made a mis­
take, and you dealt with him for it, the 
matter ought to be let rest. It must be 
evident .to all honorable or right-thinking 
men, that if what had been done was to 
continue to be done, good men were better 
out of Parliament than in it. It was like 
dealing with a criminal who, having been If 
sentenced by the judge, and having served 
that sentence, was taken up when he came 
out of gaol and tried again. He regretted 
that this, the highest deliberative assem­
bly in the land, could not deal with these 
matters in a fairer, juster, and more im­
partial way. Surely we could set a better 
example, than rake up all these past episodes 
in the careers of our public men, making the 
Assembly a place for washing dirty linen. 
We had sufficientlybroad grounds on which 
to attack John Davies in regard to this item 
without referring to anything in his past 
history, and going back to the Coonanba1·a 
hats or the diamond ring. We could prove, 
without that, that we were perfectly right 
in contending that this money should not 
be paid. When we considered th::tt an 
enormous amount of money passed through 
his hands, and that during the time that 
he had control of it a great portion of it was 
spent in the improvement of private estates, 
and that he paid Government cheques into 
his own credit, we had sufficient grounds for 
saying that he was not entitled to this 
remuneration, because it had been admitted 
by the Premier that it was in considera­
tion of his performing the work in a satis­
factory manner that paymP.nt shonld be . 
'made. He failed to see that Mr. Davies 
had performed his work in a satisfactory 
manner. Hon. members on the other side 
of the Chamber-were not satisfied that he 

.. 
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had done so. They were not satisfied to 
pay him £1,100, and the hon. member for 
East Sydney, Mr. Reid, asked us to reduce 
the item by £602 lOs. His argument was 
that John Davies was either entitled to 
£1,102 lOs., or he was not entitled to a 
farthing. He voted last night against his 
being paid the money, believing that he 
did not deserve it ; but supposing the 
amendment of the hon. member for East 
Sydney were carried, in what position 
would the House be placed 7 We were 
asked now to present Mr. John Davies 
with a sum of £500 in recognition of his 
services on the Casual Labour Board. But 
was he entitled to receive £500 if he was 
not entitled to receive £1,102 lOs. 7 If he 
had the slightest chance of getting £1,102 
lOs. he would take the matter into the law 
'COurts. That was his opinion of Mr. Davies. 
He would say that. the Parliament had 
admitted that his services were deserving 
<>f some remuneration, and he could turn 

•• that to his own advantage; because the 
fact of our paying him £500 would be 
proof positive that we considered that he 
had carried out his duties in a certnin 
,o:;ense in a satisfactory manner. Mr. 
Davies would refuse the £500 and sue 
for the £1,102 lOs. If he was entitled 
to £1 he would be entitled to the full 
amount, and if we agreed to give him 
.£500 he would be able to get a verdict in 
the law courts for the wholn sum. The 
Committee would only stultify itself in 
trying to reduce the item. It would be 
far better to say either that we would 
give him the whole, or we woulJ. give him 
nothing at all. It had been said that this 
was not a debate on Mr. John Davies, but 
that we had been stabbing the Premier 
through him. He did not intend to inflict 
any stabs on the hon. gentleman; but he 
wondered that such an old and wily parlia­
mentary hand had laid himself open to such 
an att<tck. The hon. memlJer must have 
known when he made the appointment that 
it would not give satisfaction to the Parlia­
ment or to the country, and if he were 
possessed of that great cleverness which 
his friends imputed to him he would never 
have become connected with this dishonor­
able transaction. The evidence taken be­
fore the royal commission proved that the 
business was dishonestly conducted, and 
we were now asked to condone that. vVe 
should be whitewashing the character of 

[Mr. H assall. 

l\ir. Davies if we paid him the money. 
Be believed tlmt he was not entitled to it, 
and intended to vote against- tht! item. 
Although the hon. member for Camden, 
1\'Ir. Garrett, had accused us of bringing 
this matter forward as a. party charge he 
thought there were men in the House pos­
sessed of sufficient conscientiousness to 
give a vote irrespective of party. It might 
have been made a party move, but not by 
this side of the Chamber. He heard last 
night that it had been made a party move 
by the Government themselves. 

HoN. lVIE)IBRRS: No! 
Mr. HASSALL said that when he 

looked at the phalanx of faithful sup­
porters last night he thought it gave 
some colour to the rumour. A vote was 
taken last night to reduce the item alto­
gether. The Opposition entered their 
protest against the money being paid; but 
their amendment was defeated, and we 
were now asked to vote for an amendment 
reducing the vote. His opinion was that 
any compromise of that sort would only 
stultify the Committee. With regard to 
the remarks made hy the bon. member 
for ·camden as to the debate being a dis­
grace to Parliament, he hoped to see the 
day when our aspirations would be a little 
higher than trying to throw mud. The 
man who stood here and cast a slur on a 
fellow-legislator only cast a slur upon him­
self. Parliament was what we made it. 
If we acted as straightforward gentlemen, 
and treated each other as gentlemen, the 
country would never have to complain of 
such scenes occurring as we had seen in 
the past. If we were here to legislate for 
the benefit of our fellow-creatures, let us 
behave ourselves as men, and if we had to 
fight let us hit straight fro::n the shoulder, 
but never behind the back ot· below the 
belt. He would fight a man honestly and 
conscientiously, but he would never lend 
himself to such tactics as raking up the 
past history of any man, more especially 
when he w:1s not here to defend himself. 
He was not in a position to speak very 
well. He had had to t<1ke care of himself 
lately, and he did not feel equal to making 
a long speech; but he could not help let­
ting the occasion pass without saying the 
few words that were in his mind. He 
hoped we should soon go to a vote on this 
matter. There were other people to be 
considered besides Mr. John Davies. He 
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trusted that, whether l\fr. Davies got 
£1,102 lOs. or nothing, those who opposed 
the granting of the item would give their 
votes honestly and conscientiously. 

l\fr. PAUL, although so much time 
had already been spent in discussing this 
matter, felt that he would not be just to 
himself if he did not give some reasons 
for the way in which he intended to vote. 
Business of importance took him home 
last week, and he had no intention of re­
turning to Parliament unless he was speci­
ally called upon to do so. He was asked 
to pair, but he declined because this vote 
was to be under the consideration of the 
Committee, and he felt that he could not 
give a vote or pair unless he was present 
to hear the arguments used for and against. 
\Vhen Mr. Davies was appointed the chair­
man of the Casual Labour Board, he under­
stood that it was to be an honorary posi­
tion ; but he found from the speeches that 
had been delivered in the House that on one 
if not on two occasions the Premier had 
publicly stated that Mr. Davies was to re­
ceive remuneration for his services. Mr. 
Davies before the commission was asked if 
he had received any salary or emolument 
of any kind .. He replied that he had not. 
He was then asked did he expect to receive 
any, and his reply was, "Certainly I do, the 
ordinary fees given to mem):Jers of boards of 
inquiry." He must admit that when the 
sum of £1,102 lOs. was put down on the 
estimates, he thought that it was a large 
amount to pay for the sen·ices rendered 
by Mr. Davies during his eight months' 
connection with the board ; but he found 
that immediately afterwards the hon. 
member for The Murrumbidgee appointed 
two gentlemen to supersede J'I'Ir. Davies, 
and under very different circumstances. 
l\fr. Davies, he understood, accepted his 
position on the board when there were 
over 4,000 men to be looked after-that 
number increased to 7,000. If he remem­
bered rightly, when Messrs. l\Iiles and 
:;.\:Iason were appointed, the number of 
men to be looked after was reduced to a 
few hundred. 

111r. Dmss : A minute of Sir Henry 
Parkes, published on the 31st December, 
stated that there were fully 1,000! 

Mr. PAUL 11nderstood that the number 
was reduced to 410, although the leader 
of the Opposition seemed to think differ­
ently. 

Mr. Dmss : The hon. member for West 
Sydney said that was the number; but I 
took the trouble to ask the Principal 
Under-Secretary, and he said that it was 
1,500! 

Mr. PAUL said that the hon. member 
for Eden had stated that we were voting 
this sum to do honor to Mr. Davies, but 
we were asked to pay it to him for ser­
vices rendered under a contract entered 
into with the Premier. From the amounts 
paid the members of royal commissions, 
ranging from £10 lOs. to £5 5s., l\lr. 
Davies' claim was not excessive. He must 
say that in going through the evidence 
be did not approve of all the actions of 
the board, nor did he approve of the ap­
pointment of Mr. Davies to the position 
of chairman. He thought that the Pre­
mier should have found a responsible 
person in the Government service, whom 
he could have placed in the position-one 
in whom the country would have had full i' 

confidence, and who would be directly • · 
responsible to the Colonial Secretary or 
some other minister for the way in which 
he performed his duties. But the Pre­
mier had explained that his sense of 1\ir. 
Davies' ability to manage men and dea~ 
with a matter of this kind warranted him 
in asking him to accept the position. Thab 
being so, he could not for the life of him 
see why the matter should be further 
referred to. He certainly felt strongly 
opposed to giving l\ir. Davies anything 
when he found that so much public money 
had been paid for the improvement o£ 
private property. Some of the work no 
doubt was necessary, but some of it he 
believed was not ; but we had no evidence 
to prove that 1\ir. Davies received any 
consideration for the money that had been 
expended. We heard this morning from 
the hon. member for West Macquarie that 
certain gentlemen who had received these 
benefits had subscribed a sum of money 
to defend lVIr. Davies in his late law ac­
tion. That might be like many of the 
rumours which originated in the Ho1,1se; 
there might not be any foundation what­
ever for it, and his short experience in the 
House had made him take with a great 
deal of reserve any st.fl.t.ements made 
from one side or the other against the 
character of bon. members. He had 
heard charges brought up by older and 
leading members of the House' again 
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and again, which, if substantiated, ought 
to hurl any man from the position of a 
representative of the people. He was 
surprised at the way in which Mr. Davies 
had been spoken of by the hon. member 
for East Sydney. With all Mr. Cape's 
abilities, he was struck with the fact that 
he seemed to be a prosecutor. He seemed, 
if possible, determined to have a convic­
tion. In addition to that, he was informed 
that people who were interested sought to 
be represented, or to be present while evi­
dence was taken; but that permission to 
attend was refused. If such a refusal was 
given, it was most un-English, and the 
thing ought not to have occurred in this 
country. Men whose character and liberty 
were at stake should not have been pre­
vented from being heard at the bar, or from 
being present to hear the evidence given. 
In conclusion, he wished to deprecate the 
·conduct of many hon. members who had 
tried to drag the Premier through the 
mire, and whose object in opposing the 
vote, he believed, was to injure the hon. 
gentleman in the eyes of the country. 
Charges had been made against him which, 
during his short experience, had been made 
scores of timP.s, and answered over and 
over again. He hoped, for the honor of 
the House, that the character of Parlia­
ment would be different in the future from 
what it had been lately. He was glad 
that he was not here during the first three 
nights of the week to listen to the vitu­
peration that had taken place. He would 
support the Government in this matter. 

Mr. WALL said that in the few ob­
servations he was about to make he should 
endeavour, as far as possible, to avoid 
any reference to Mr. John Davies' past 
career. He would endeavour to deal with 
that gentleman's claim and with the 
merits of the case in a calm and dispas­
sionate manner, and in doing so his first 
inquiry would be as to the contract en­
tered into between the head of the Go­
vernment and Mr. John Davies, and as to 
the duties he was supposed to discharge 
to entitle him to the remuneration which 
the Committee was now asked to grant 
him. After the appointment of Mr. 
John Davies to the position of chairman 
of the Casual Labour Board a question 
was asked in the House by the hon. mem­
ber for Hartley, Mr. Hurley, with a view 
to elicit information as to the arrange-

[Mr. Paul. 

ment that had been made between the 
Premier and Mr. Davies. In answer to 
that question the hon. gentleman said : 

In my communications with Mr. Davies and 
the other two gentlemen who form this board 
nothing was said about remuneration, and I 
imagine that they understand that. their duties 
are not to be recognised as entitling them to a 
salary. But to be candid with the House, I may 
state that it is only just that if they discharge 
their duties satisfactorily some allowance should 
be made to them. 

Now, this appeared to him to narrow the 
case down to the simple and practical ques­
tion-had these gentlemen discharged their 
duties satisfactorily~ Had Mr. Davies dis­
charged his duties in such a manner as to 
justify the Committee in voting £1,100 
out of the public funds for his services ~ 
It was contended by those who advocated 
the payment of the money that the duties 
had been satisfactorily discharged by Mr. 
John Davies. A number of hon. gentle­
men who had voted for the payment of 
this money to Mr. Davies, had candidly 
admitted that the duties had not been 
satisfactorily discharged; they admitted 
that irregularities had occurred-irregu­
larities of such a character that it was al­
most a stretch of the imagination to con­
fine them to that term. A statement had 
been made to the effect that a conspiracy 
had been at wo_rk to destroy the reputa­
tion and character of Mr. Davies. It was 
also stated by the hon. member for West 
Sydney that Mr. Davies was tried by a 
tribunal to whom special instructions 
were given. Now, this was a very serious 
charge, and if it applied to the gentlemen 
who constituted the board of inquiry it ap­
plied also, and even more forcibly, to 
Messrs. Rogers and Pilcher, who, on the 
evidence taken at the inquiry, arrived at 
exactly the same conclusion as that re­
ported by the board. If the members of 
that board received special instructions to 
convict Mr. John Davies, then it must be 
inferred that similar instructions were 
given to two gentlemen, whose character 
in the city and throughout the country 
was such that no man would believe for a 
moment that they would accept a brief to 
examine into the evidence in this case, 
convict the accused even at• the request 
of such on exalted personage as the Hon. 
G. R. Dibbs. Those gentlemen, on the 
facts adduced before the inquiry board, 
arrived at exactly the same conclusion as 
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,that at which the members of the board 
_arrived. Therefore this at once dispelled 
the baseless and discreditable charge that 
had been hurled against the gentlemen 
who formed the commission of inquiry. 
He did not know any of these gentlemen, 
'nor what their position was ; but he 
knew perfectly well the position held by 
Mr. Rogers and Mr. Pilcher, and it suffi­
ciently exonerated them from any base 
aspersion of that kind. It had been said 
that a conspiracy had been at work to 
ruin the character of Mr. John Davies. 
Well, personally-he could only speak for 
himself-he had entered into no such con­
spiracy. He had met Mr. John Davies; 
he had been on terms of friendship with 

·him, and at the present time, as far as 
his knowledge of that gentleman went, 
he knew nothing about him but what 
'had been straightforward and honor­
able. He knew nothing of his past career; 
he did not inquire into it ; but if his own 
brother was in the position occupied by Mr. 
Davies, he would consider it to be his duty 
to vote against the payment of one shilling 
·of this money for the discharge of duties 
which were performed in a very perfunb­
tory and unsatisfactory manner. That 
was the position he took in connection 
with this case. Other charges were made 
against the members of the Opposition, so 
worthless that it was not necessary for 
him to refer to them. He regretted that 
these charges had been made, because they 
had created an angry feeling on both sides 
of the House that could not be productive 
of good results either in this matter or 
other matters that were to follow. It was 
very much to be deplored that in a de­
liberative assembly like this, where we 
were supposed to co-operate with each 
other and exercise what ability we pos­
sessed for the advancement of the country, 
any foreign subject should be dragged in 
that was likely to engender hatred and 
bitterness, and prevent that unanimity 
which should prevail in the interests of 
the country. The hon. member for Gren­
·fell, Mr. Greene, in justifying the vote he 
was about to give, said that the labourer 
was worthy of his hire; and a similar sen­
timent was given utterance to by the hon. 

. member for East Sydney. He quite con­
curred in that. If this gentleman had 
discharged his duties in a satisfactory 
manner, the Committee would have no 

.right, under· cover of an amendment, to 
rob him of that to which he was justly 
entitled. If this gentleman had fulfilled 
the undertaking he entered into when he 
accepted the position to O.ischarge the du­
ties satisfactorily, then we had no right to 
reduce the amount by one shilling. He 
was entitled to the whole or to none. If 
he had betrayed the trust reposed in him, 
as had been alleged, and if he had not dis­
charged his duties in a satisfactory man­
ner-and this was the conclusion arrived at 
by the inquiry board-then the Commit­
tee should not grant him one shilling of 
this money. If Mr. John Davies was 
legally entitled to remuneration, he should 
either receive the whole of this amount, 
or failing that, he should bring his claim 
in a court of law. He had no evidence 
before him to assist him to a conclusion 
in this matter apart from that which had 
been adduced by the inquiry board, whose 
verdict was indorsed by two eminent legal 
gentlemen of great ability, who had separ­
ately inquired into the matter. With the 
previous history of Mr. John Davies, the 
Committee had no concern. If he were 
the greatest criminal that ever disgraced 
the records of the colony, if the Premier 
entered into an arrangement with him, 
that arrangement should be carried out in 
its integrity. If it had been carried out 
on Mr. Davies' part, we should give him 
the full remuneration for his services. 
The hon. member for East Sydney ad­
mitted that Mr. Davies had been culpable. 
If he was culpable at all, why should we 
vote him a sum of money from the public 
funds and condone 'his culpability ~ He 
could not arrive at any other conclusion, 
from the evidence before him, than that 
the duties which Mr. Davies undertook 
had not been performed in a satisfactory 
manner, and that consequently that gen­
tleman was not entitled to a payment of 
money out of the public funds. Other 
hon. gentlemen might feel justified in 
coming to an opposite conclusio-n; that was 
a matter which rested entirely -..vith them­
selves. If their responsibility as repre­
sentatives of the people was not sufficient 
to induce them to arrive at an honest de­
termination, nothing that he could say 
would have the slightest effect upon them . 
He was content to leave the matter in the 
hands of the Committee. He had fought 
it out, and if there was any chance of 

•. 
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negati ,-ing the vote he would not hesitate 
to stand on the floor of the House for the 
next forty-eight hours and exhaust all the 
forms of the House for that purpose. But 
from the divisions that had taken place, 
and the expressions of opinion that had 
been given, he felt that it. would be im­
possible to prevent the vote from being 
carried. It would, therefore, be a wilful 
waste of time, in view of the more impor­
tant matters that claimed the attention of 
the House, if this debate were prolonged 
to a much greater extent. Considering 
the acquaintanceship-he might almost 
say the friendship-that had existed be­
tween himself and Mr. John Davies, he 
regetted that he was compelled to take the 
position he intended to take on the present 
occasion. But he had nothing to guide 
him but the evidence. He might, perhaps, 
possess a perverted intellect, and if so the 
force of logic was powerless ; but the ar­
guments of hon. gentlemen who advocated 
the payment of this money, if they had 
a::1y effect at all, had simply tended to 
confirm him in his conviction that this 
gentleman was not entitled to the money 
which the Committee were asked to vote. 
The hon. member for Camden said that 
in estimating the remuneration that should 
be paid to 1\fr. Davies we should be guided 
by that which was paid to other commis­
sioners. The hon. gentleman, however, 
in making such a comparison, omitted to 

·state that the other commissioners had 
faithfully discharged their duties, and that 
no charge was brought against him. 

Mr. FRANK SMITH said that last 
night he told the Committee that he had 
not nmde np his mind which way he should 
vote in regard to this item. Since then a 
mass of evidence bad been placf!d before 
him and before other bon. gentlemen who 
were in the same position as himself. The 
principal matter that troubled him was 
the sincerity or otherwise of the leader of 
the Opposition in dealing with the ques­
tion in the way in which he did. He had 
carefully digested as much of the evidence 
as he was capable of digesting, and had 
dissected it as far as he possibly could, 
and taking into consideration the vote 
which was given last night, and the fact 
that the leader of the Opposition gave his 
vote for the payment of a certain sum of 
money, at any rate, to a man whom he 
described several times during the debate 

[ M1·. Wall. 

as a thief and a scoundrel, he could only 
come to one conclusion. If the bon. mem­
ber sincerely believed that this man was 
the despicable character he described him 
to be, he could not, with any really honest 
intention, have voted him one shilling. 
Therefore, being in doubt up to a certain 
point as to whether or not this was a party 
move by the Opposition, he had taken the 
whole of the evidence into consideration, 
and he had come to the conclusion·--

Mr. CRICK: Has the hon. member read 
all the evidence since last night 1 

Mr. FRANK SMITH said he had read 
most of it. He had not been out of the 
Chamber for half an hour during the 
whole debate, and had heard every speaker 
who had addressed the Committee on the 
question, and he had come to the con­
clusion that this was nothing but a party 
move on the part of the Opposition. The 
evidence commenced with the vote that 
was taken last night. Not one single 
member, other than those members of the 
Opposition who had been fighting this 
question through from the start, was found 
voting in the division which took place 
last night, and that division took place on 
the motion of the leader of the Opposi­
tion to pay a certain sum to the man whom 
he had described in the terms just men­
tioned. If the bon. gentleman had been 
sincere he would not have been in faYour 
of voting a single shilling to Mr. Davies. 
And the bon. gentleman's supporters, if 
they believed in the sincerity of his con­
demnation of Mr. Davies, would not have 
voted to pay that gentleman any sum 
whatever. He could come to no other 
conclusion than that they followed their. 
leader in a party vote. 

Mr. TooHEY: The hon. member voted 
without being convinced! 

lVT r. FRANK SMITH said he voted 
against the amendment, and he intended 
to vote now with the Government, t~nd 
in favour of the whole item. 

Mr. CRICK: Nobody doubted that! 
Mr. FRANK SMITH said he would 

show that in doing so he was acting in the 
interests of the country. The leader of 
·the Opposition had spoken about the 
waste of time, and, had endeavoured to 
cast the blame upon the Government; but 
he- was sure the Opposition would admit 
that they had occupied most of the time. 
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Mr. CRICK: No; we have legislated for 
the country! 

Mr. FRANK SMITH said if the bon. 
.gentleman knew the effect of the non-pay­
ment of the salaries of the civil servants, 
in the case of the poorer paid members of 
the service, he would think twice before 
he gave utterance to such an opinion. 

Mr. CRICK said the hon. member and 
the Government had tried to make out · 
that the Opposition were delaying the pay­
ment of the civil servants' salaries. The 
Oppostion had offered that if a temporary 
supply bill were brought in it would go 
through in ten minutes. Now what be­
came of the charge ~ 

Mr. FRANK SMITH said it could not 
go through, because the Legislative Coun­
cil was not sitting. 

Mr. CRICK: It is not necessarv to have 
a bill at all, if the Government ~ished to 
pay the salaries ! 

Mr. FRANK SMITH said that if Go­
vernment supporters voted for the pay­
ment of anything at all to Mr. Davies, 
they must vote in favour of the whole 
sum, because that was the amount fixed 
by the Government, and surely hon. gen­
tlemen could trust the Government to 
properly mlue the services rendered by 
this gentleman. The hon. member for 
East Sydney should show the Committee 
how he arrived at his valuation. Who 
was in a better position than the Govern­
ment to say whether or not the services 
l1ad been faithfully rendered~ He could 
not conceive how any supporter of the 
Government could take it upon himself to 
say that the valuation of the Government 
was too high, and fix a valuation of his 
own, and ask others to support him in an 
amendment. But the Opposition having 
taken the course they had in making this 
debate a party q!lestion --

Mr. CHICK : No, no ! 
Mr. FRANK SMITH said that if any 

bon. member on the Government side were 
to go the length of supporting the amend­
ment of the hon. and learned member for 
East Sydney, the Opposition would at once 
claim the vote of that hon. member. It 
was as plain to hon. members as it was to 
the public outside that if the Opposition 
should defeat tlie Government upun the 
main question, a motion of want of confi­
dence would be given notice of in a very 
short space of time. This being given, the 

18 s 

Opposition would claim the support of 
every hon. member who l1ad voted for the 
amendment of the hon. and learned mem­
ber for East Sydney. He did not think 
any supporter of the Government would 
support this proposed reduction in the es­
timate. At all events, he desired to place 
on record the fact that if this were not a 
party question, he might give a vote differ­
ent from that 'which he was prepared to 
give on the main question. He did not 
wish to be misundertood. He had a duty 
to perform here to his constituents and to 
the countt-y. Although he had been but 
a short time in Parliament, he was suffi­
ciently clear.sighted to see this-that any 
other course of action would simply amount 
to laying the carcass of John Davies upon 
the table of this House so that those 
seeking office in the new ministry might 
walk over it and grasp the spoils of office. 

Mr. CRICK thought the bon. member 
was disorderly in imputing to hon. mem­
bers a desire to see the body of this person 
Davies l<:id upon the table of the House, 
and that he was also disorderly in imput­
ing to hon. members a desire for the spoils 
of office. There was no such thing as the 
spoils of office to honorable men. 

Mr. FRANK s~nTH said he used the ex­
pression with regard to the body of John 
Davies metaphorically, and with regard to 
the spoils of office if, as the bon. member 
suggested, there were none, he could not 
be out of order in using the expression. 

The CHAIR~IAN : I think the hon. mem­
ber is quite in order. The sense in which 
he used the words will be thoroughly un­
derstood by the Committee. 

Mr. FRANK .SMITH desired to put 
himself right. This was rather a tough 
nut to crack, and he did not want to be 
misunderstood. 

Mr. REID: The hon. member would 
find it easier to crack one·hal£ of it ! 

Mr. DmBs: The hon. membet· had 
better go to Balmain and consult his con­
stituents! 

Mr. FRANK SMITH said he might be 
wrong, and it was quite possible, as the 
leader of the Opposition suggested, that 
some of his constituents might think him 
unworthy of their confidence. 

Mr. 8LATTERY : I never saw the hon. 
member stuck up·hefore! 

Mr. FRANK SMITH thought he owed 
it to h\s constituents and to the country 
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not to allow any party move of this kind 
to result in the Opposition taking the 
place of the Government now in power. 
The effect of voting with the Opposition 
in this matter would compel him, and, he 
believed, every membPt who had the well­
being of the colony at heart, to vote with 
the Government, and to refuse to allow 
such a matter to bring about a dissolution 
of Parliament. 

Mr. ScHEY : The bon. member knows 
the amendment cannot have that effect ! 

Mr. SLATTERY : Why, the amendment 
is moved by a supporter of the Govern­
ment! 

Mr. FRANK SMITH said the circum­
stances were somewhat different now from 
what they were before a certain parcel of 
envelopes was delivered the other day. 
There were gentlemen sitting opposite for 
whose opinion he had the highest respect. 
He should like to give a vote which would 
concur with their opinion ; but there were 
solid reasons why, on this occasion, he 
should, in the interests of the co1,mtry, give 
a vote in the opposite direction. The 
matter was reduced down at last to a 
simple party fight. 

Mr. CRICK: Not at all! 
Mr. ScHEY: That is what the bon. 

member is trying to make it! 
Mr. FRANK Sl\HTH said that if the 

Opposition were to defeat the Government 
upon this question, the effect would be to 
bring about a state of chaos as regarded 
public business-. 

Mr. SLATTERY: If this were a party 
vote the Government would be defeated; 
but it is not a party vote ! 

1\fr. FRANK SMITH had only desired 
to put himself right before giving a vote. 
The Government, with all the facts before 
them, had seen fit to P.lace upon the esti­
mates £1,100 as a fitting remuneration 
for John Davies. The amendment was 
moved in face of the fact that this was a 
party question, and as a supporter of the 
Government he wished to warn bon. gen­
tlemen of the effect of their votes. How 
could we possibly find a true verdict with 
regard to the actual value of Mr. Davies' 
services. If we admitted the principle of 

. payment, he thought the whole amount 
proposed should be given. He did not 
know why the bon. member for East Syd­
ney, Mr. Reid, should have proposed that 
the sum be halved. On what principle 

[ 1.l£r. Frank Smith. 

had the bon. member acted 1 He thought 
the best course to adopt was to admit that 
the principle of payment was correct, and 
to have faith in the Government, who had 
proposed the amount, leaving it to them 
to take the responsibility. When we came 
to the main question, he asked hon. mem­
bers to have some regard to the effect of 
the vote they gave, not only in its bearing 
upon this particular matter, but upon the 
financial policy of the country. 

Mr. DIBBS said the last speaker had ap­
parently, within twenty-four hours, changed 
his opinion on this question, because he 
told the Committee yesterday that he in­
tended to vote for the amendT)lent which 
had then been moved. 

Mr. FRANK SMITH: No! 
Mr. DIBBS: The bon. member went 

on to say that by reason of the strong 
language used by the Opposition he had 
changed his mind, and should vote for the 
Government; he thought the bon. mem­
ber would have a little difficulty in offer­
ing an explanation which would be satis­
factory to his constituents at Balmain. 
On behalf of hon. members on this side of 
the House, he desired to say that they 
thought the time had ~arrived when they 
should come to a vote upon this question. 
Hon. members on this side thought they 
had done everything the country could 
expect of them. They had entered a 
strong and emphatic protest against the 
expenditure of this sum of money, and 
they had also in view the fact that the 
prorogation of Parliament was to have 
taken place yesterday week, as announced 
by the Government, and also that other 
business of a very debatable and im­
portant character would come before bon. 
members before the House adjourned. The 
Opposition also had in view the fact that 
the Government were carrying out a little 
move in order to obtain sympathy for 
a certain class of civil servants. When­
ever a difficulty arose, whenever the 
head of a government desired to drag his 
colleagues through the mire, word was 
passed round that the question was a 
party question, and we saw a party vote. 
The Opposition were quite content. They 
had made their protest in a legitimate 
and constitutional manner, and they felt 
that they had no right to continue to 
delay public business. At the same time, 
they could not vote for the amendment of 
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the hon. and learned member for East 
Sydney, because they did not ntend to 
allow themselves to be trapped into a par­
tial recognition of the distinguished ser­
vices of John Davies. They, were not to 
be tempted into that medium course which 
they were told was the happy solution of 
the difficulty. The Opposition condemned 
the Government for daring to put this 
amount upon the estimates, and they would 
not recognise that John Davies was en­
titled to a shilling. He ought to think 
himself the happiest man alive that he had 
escaped the punishment he. so richly de­
served ; but, no doubt, he. would be still 
happier in pocketing at the hands of the 
present Government £1,100 steeped in 
filth and villainy. This question would 
not be forgotten. The protest of the Op­
position had gone forth f1~om one end of 
·the country to the other. He believed they 
had the country with them in the protest 
they had so emphatically offered. They 
had protested against this great public 
wrong, and the Government and their 
supporters must take the consequences of 
their action. The hon. member for Bal­
main, Mr. Frank Smith, and others would 
discover when the day of reckoning came 
that these consequences were very serious. 
He hoped the day was not very far distarrt 
when hon. members opposite would have 
to explain before their constituents what 
he did not hesitate to describe as rascally 
support to a rascally Yote to condone a 
felony. 

Mr. HAYNES said that although he 
had refrained from making ::my remarks, 
he had by some hon. members been made 
almost as much the sub,iect of this debate 
as was John Davies. Every man in this 
Parliament knew that there could not be 
a more consistent and bitter opponent of 
John Davies than he was. He took up 
that ground long before· many persons 
who now objected to John Davies ever 
spoke of him. He then dealt with him, 
and attacked him in the press in every 
conceivable way, because he felt him to 
be a man who· was untrustworthy as a 
politician, and whose presence in political 
life was injurious to the country. He 
had never changed that opinion, and he 
held it to-day. As long as he rP.mained 
in political life, lte should never be asso­
ciated with John Davies in any political 
work, unless his character underwent a 

great change. He distrusted him, and he 
believed him to be the greatest political 
trickster and shufiler this country had 
ever produced. But the question of John 
Davies had long ago sunk out of sight. 
The question for the consideration of this 
Parliament was whether it should tolerate 
a man being tried by a tribunal outside 
as John Davies had been tried and found 
not guilty, and being afterwards tried be­
fore this tribnnal. This was a course of 
persecution which would not be tolerated 
in any police court in the country. In a 
police court, the moment a man was 
charged with an ·offence, the prosecutor 
was confined to that offence. J olm Davies, 
however, had been anaigned on one 
offence, and fifty others bad been brought 
against him. If 'hon. members were suc­
cessful in this effort, there would not be a 
man whose property or person would be 
safe if certain persons in political life 
chose to set their death-mn,rk upon him. 
He had heard some persons condemn the 
leader of the Opposition, saying that he 
was perfectly untrustworthy, and that he 
was a dishonest man. He had known 
the hon. gentleman for a long period of 
time. As regarded his private and com­
mercial character, he stood second· to no 
man in this country ; ):Jut his political 
character was an entirely different mat­
ter. He was quite prepared to go to a 
vote, since bon. members were anxious to 
do so. He should be quite prepared to 
defend his vote on behalf of John Davies 
in every constituency of the colony. 

Mr. CRICK: Will the hon. member come 
to West Macquarie and fight me on the 
question~ If so, I will write out my resig­
nation at once ! 

Mr. HAYNES would do nothing of the 
kind. He would not put 'the country to 
the expense. He would challenge the best 
man in the House to come to his own con­
stituency. 

J.\!Ir. CRICK : I will go ! 
The CHAIRMA.,.'\' : I must ask the hon. 

member to address himself to the question 
before the Chair. 

J.\!Ir. CRIC.K : I would not fight a dirty 
hound like the hon. member ! 

The CHAlR~IAN.: 'l'he hon. member will 
at once withdraw the expression. 

J.\!Ir. CRICK : Out of deference to the 
hound I will withdraw it. 
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Mr. HAYNES : I call the attention of 
the Chair to the terms' of the hon. mem­
ber's \vithdrawal. 

Mr. CRICK : I said out of deferencP. to 
the·House! 

The CHAIRMAN: I must request the hon. 
member to withdt;aw the expression and to 
·apologise to the House for having' used it. 

:i\ir .. CRICK : I withdraw the expression 
and apologise to the House. 

Mr. HAYNES said that if this vote 
had been proposed some months back, he 
would have voted against it, and he would 
·have voted against it on the present occa­
sion but for the new phase the question 
had assumed. 

Mr. REID had only two observations 
to make. He very much regretted that 
the proposal he had made had met with so 
little favour on both sides of the House. 
It was, however, a matter for hon. mem­
'bers of the Committee to consider. All 
he had to ~ay further was this : that he 
'believed something was due to Mr. John 
Davies. He believed the sum of £500 
would be a very liberal amount' to pay him, 
and he was equally certain that the pro­
po.oal of the Government to pay him £1,100 
·was one he could not support. 
' Amendment negatived. 

Original question again proposed. 
Mr. HAYNES : I move : 
That the question be now put. 

l\ir. Drsss : The gag on a money vote ! 
Question-That the question be now 

put-put. The Con1mittee divided : 

Ayes, 43; noes, 31; majority, 12. 
AYES. 

'Abigail, F. Martin, J. 
Allen, A. McCourt, W . 

. Bowman, A. McMillan, Vi'. 
Brown, H. H. O'Connor, D. 
Brunker, J. N. Parkes, Sir Henry 
·carruthers, J. H. Paul, ,V. H. 
·Chapman, n<I. Reid; G. H. 
Clubb, G. Ritchie, R. A. 
Cooke, H. H. Scobie, R. 
Dale, D. · Smith, Bruca 
Dickens, E. B. L. Smith, Frank J. 

.Fuller, G. W. Smith, S. 
Garrard, J. Stokes, A. 
Garrett, T. Street, J. R. 
Greene, G. H. Taylo-:-, H. 
Gould, A. J. . Teece, 'V. 
Hawthorne, J. S. ·waddell, T. 
Haynes, J. Vi'ilshire, J. T. 
Hutchison (Gante1'bl11'1J)Woodwarcl, F. 
Kidd, J. · . 'J'ellel·s, 
King, R. J. Dangar, 0. 0. 
Lees, S. E. P'umb, J. 

[Mr. liaynes. 

Barbour, R. 
Barnes,· J. F. 
Brown, A. 
Chanter, J. M. 
Clarke, H. 
Coils, T. 
Copland, D. 
Creer, J. 
Crick, '"'· P. 
Dibbs, G. R. 
Gormly, J. 
Hayes, J. 

NoEs. 
Schey, Vi'. F. 
See·, J. 
Slattery, T. M. 
Stephen, Harold 
Stevenson, R. 
Toohey, J. ]'1'1. 
Torpy, J. 
Traill, Vi'. H. 
vValker, T. 
'Vall, W. C. 
'Vilkinson, J. 
Vi'illis, Vi'. N. 
Wright, F. A. Howe, J.P. 

Hutchison (Glen 
McFarlane, J. 
Nicoll, B. B. 

Innes) ·'l'elle1·s, 

In Division : 

Dawson, H. 
Lakeman, A. 

· Mr. CRICK : You are a set of robbers 
and hounds. You ought to be prosecuted 
for looting the Treasury. You are led by 
that dirty Orange hound there. You dirty 
set of robbers. Get out of it, you robbers. 
You· have got it, you thieves. Look at 
Stokes, vVaddell, and Dickens. I should 
like to have their photographs taken where 
they are sitting now. 

The CnAIR~IAN : If the hon. member 
does not keep order -·-

Mr. CRICK : Oh, put me out !. 
The CnAIR~IA.c'\' : The hon. member will 

presently find that the rules of the House 
are sufficiently powerful to preserve order. 

1\ir. CRICK : Suspend the Audit Act, 
and loot the Treasury ! 

Mr. Tooi.'.EY: Loot the Treasury. Let 
us all go out, and leave two to make a 
record ! · 

Original question put. The Committee 
divided: 

Ayes, 38 ; noes, U; majority, 26. 
AYES. 

Abigail, F. McCourt, ,Y. 
Brown, B. H. McMillan, \V. 
Brunker, J. N. O'Connor, D. 
Carruthers, J. H. Parkes, Sit· Henry 
Chapman, M. Paul, '"'· H. · 
Clubb, G. Plumb, J. 
Cooke, H. H. Ritchie, R. A. 
Dale, D. Scobie, R. 
Dangar, 0. 0. Smith, Bruce 
Fuller, G. ''~'· Smith, Frank J. 
Garrett, T. Smith, S. 
Gould, A. J. Street, J. ·R. 
Greene, G. H. Taylor, H. 
Hawthorne, J. S. Teece, '''· 
Haynes, J. vVilshire, J. T. 
R u tchison ( Gan!c1·bur11 JW ood ward, F. 
Kicld, J. · 
King, R. J. 
Lees, S. E. 
Martin, J. 

Telle1·s, 
Allen; A. 
Mitchell, J. 



- 1 .• 

supply. [3 OcT., 1889.] Mr. John Davies. 5973 

Abbott, W. E. 
Alison, \V. 
Copland, D. 
Dawson, H. 

NOES. 

Seaver, J. C. B. P. 
Walker, T. 
\Vilkinson, ,J. 

Dickens, K B. L. Teztr,?·s, 
Gormly, J. Stokes, A. 
Lakeman, A. \Vaclclell, T. 

Question so resolved in the affirmative. 
Mr. DmBs : Can I move, Mr. Chairman, 

that you do now leave the chair~ 
The CrrAIRi\IAN : I cannot accept any 

motion at this moment. I do not see the 
hon. member for ·west Macquarie in his 
place; but I nevertheless feel it my duty 
to state to the Committee what has oc­
cm·red. 'Vere the hon. member in his 
place I should appeal to him in the first 
instance with regard to the language he 
has used. The House being in division 
when the language was used, I was pre­
vented from immediately reporting the 
matter to Mr. Spe~tker. The hon. mem­
ber's conduct not only during the first 
division, but during the second, was ex­
tremely disorderly. The disorder was of 
such a natnre that I feel it incumbent upon 
myself to c<tll the attention of the Com­
mittee to the matter. To nw mind the 
matter is one 'vhich must of ;;_ecessity be 
dealt with, and that at once. The expres­
sions used by the hon. member were of such 
a character that I do not think I should be 
discharging my duty with a view to the 
preservation of order in this Committee if 
I were to close my ears to them. I know 
that the course I am about to take is an 

. unusual course; but the circumstances of 
the case demand that the Committee should 
take some action for the preservation of 
order and of its honor, I shall take the 
course of directing the clerk to record the 
words I heard used. I am quite satisfied 
of the irregularity of the course. 

Mr. SLATTERY: Then let us have nothing 
irregular, Mr. Chairman ! 

The CHAIRMAN : I shall further take the 
irregular course, as .soon as the words are 
taken clown, of sending for Mr. Speaker. 
I do not think any slight irregularity of 
that kind should stand in the way of any 
body of representatives seeking to be re­
lieved of such an insult as that cast upon 
the Committee just now hy the language 
of the bon. member for West Macquarie. 

HoN. MEMBERS : Hear, hear 

The CrrAIR~IAN : One expression I dis­
tinctly heard, and which I shall ask the 
clerk to record, is this: "Bloody Orange 
hounds and thieves." There were other 
expressions which I could not thoroughly 
catch amid the disorder. I. am quite aware 
of the irregularity of the course I am yur­
suing; but as was ruled only last mght, 
Parliament is the law unto itself. The 
whole of the Constitution upon which we 
act has been built up by the House of 
Commons from circumstance upon circum: 
stance. I know of no law under which 
I could interfere in such a way as to bring 
the hon. member's conduct under the 
notice of the Committee when the Com­
mittee was in division. I- feel it my duty 
to ask the Serjeant-at-Arms to request Mr. 
Speaker to re-enter the Chamber. Upon 
Mr. Speaker re-entering the Chamber I 
shall report the words used by the hon. 
member, and the House may then take its 
own course. I feel that I shall have then 
discharged my dnty. The Serjeant-at-Arms 
will please notify Mr. Speaker. 

In the Honse: 
1\'Ir. DIBBS : Mr. Speaker, I nse to 

order. 
RoN. ME~IBERS: Chair! Chair ! 
Mr. DIBBS: Will hon. members obey 

the Chair by maintaining order. What I 
desire to know is, whether we are in Com­
mittee of the Whole House, or whether we 
are sitting as the House itself~ There was 
no disorder when the Chairman of Com­
mittees took it upon himself to request that 
Mr. Speaker should take the chair . 

Mr. MELVILLE: I submit that I have a 
right to state to Mr. Speaker the circum­
stances of the case. 

Mr. SPEAKER: Will the hon. member 
for The Murrumbidgee resume his seat~ 
I think the hon. member who has asked 
for the presence of the Chair has a right 
in the first instance to state the conditions 
under which be bas made that request. 
After that has been done, the bon. member 
for The Murrumbidgee, if be desires to 
take any exception to the statement made, 
will have an opportunity to do so. 

Mr. MELYILLE: I asked the Sei:jeant-at­
Arms to request your presence, sir, from 
the fact that while a division was being 
taken great disorder ensued through the' 
conduct of an hon. member, who has since 
left the Chamber. The disorder was of 
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such a character, the language used by the 
hon. member was so violent, and the con­
duct of the hon. member himself --

Mr. TooHEY : I rise to order. 
HoN. MEliiBERS : Chair! Chair ! 
Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. member for 

South Sydney, Mr. Toohey, will resume 
his seat. After the Chairman of Commit­
tees has reported the position of affairs I 
shall be glad to hear any hon. member 
who may desire to state a point of order. 

Mr. MELVILLE : I determined to report 
the disorder to you, sir, as the chief 
officer of this House, because I felt that I 
was unable, under the circumstances, to 
preserve order, or in any way to bring the 
hon. member for West Macquarie under 
the jurisdiction of the Committee. I sub­
mit that, under these circumstances, there 
was no course open to me but to appeal to 
Mr. Speaker. While a eli vision was being 
taken, the hon. member for West Mac­
quarie, in a most excited manner, applied 
to hon. members sitting on the right of the 
chair the words " bloody Orange hounds 
and thieves," rushing to the table at the 
same time in a menacing attitude. The 
hon. member having left the Chamber, and 
the Committee being moreover in division 
at the time the disorder. occurred, I knew 
of no rule under which 1 could bring the 
hon. member's conduct under the notice 
of the House except the rule established 
in the House of Commons, and followed 
by your predecessor on a previous occasion 
when disorder existed in Committee. The 
bon. member having left the Chamber, I 
knew of no means by which I could secure 
his attendance; and I took it upon myself, 
therefore, Mr. Speaker, to report the ci.J:­
cumstances to you. I submit that, at the 
present moment, as in the case of the 
House of Commons, as well as on the oc­
casion when your predecessor entered the 
Chamber, the Honse is actually in Commit­
tee, you having entered the Chamber merely 
to take such steps as will protect, not only 
the honor of the Committee, but will also 
prevent a recurrence of the disorder. Hav­
ing reported the words used, Mr. Speaker, 
I feel that I have done all that lies in my 
power to preserve the honor and dignity 
of this Committee. 

Mr. DIBBS : I take exception to Mr. 
Speaker being in the chair. A motion hav­
ing been moved, under which Mr. Speaker 
left the chair, and the House resolved itself 

[Mr. Melville. 

into Committee of the Whole, there was in 
this instance no occasion such as that which 
existed when your predecessor was in the 
chair for the interference of Mr. Speaker. 
On that occasion the Chairman was unable 
to restrain the violence of hon. members. 
The House was in a state of intense dis­
order, and it was not improbable that blood­
shed might have occurred. Your prede­
cessor, sir, finding that· the Chairman of 
Committees had entirely lost control of the 
House walked into the chair without being 
sent for by the Chairman of Committees, 
and having restored order retired from the 
chair. In this instance the disorder of 
which the Chairman complains was dis­
order such as I have seen take place in 
this Chamber hundreds of times. 

RoN. MEliBERS : No, no ! 
Mr. DIBBS: ·will bon. members show 

their observance of good order by per­
mitting me to report what has really 
taken place in Committee 7 Fifty times 
before when a division has been taken at 
a time of strong excitement I have seen 
scenes almost as violent as that which we 
witnessed this aftern,oon, and language 
almost as strong as that used in the divi­
sion just taken has in some instances been 
used. I have never known the Chairman 
of Committees to send for Mr. Speaker on 
these occasions to get out of a difficulty 
which is easily overcome by the leader of 
the House taking the proper parliament­
ary course of moving that the Chairman 
leave the chair to report disorder. The 
Chairman of Committees has taken upon 
himself to tell us that Parliament can 
make a law of its own, but no chairman 
of committees can make a law of his own, 
and no speaker can make a law of his own. 
The Committee, ,"vhen you entered, Mr. 
Speaker, was in perfect order. If the Com­
mittee had been i.n the wild state of mad 
disorder which it was in when your prede­
cessor was compelled to resume the chair 
tlaree or four years ago, you would have 
had a precedent for your action. If the 
leader of the House had moved the Chair­
man out of the chair, the disorder might 
have been reported to Mr. Speaker. We 
are placed in an awkward position, and it 
depends very much on your action whether 
Parliament exists an hour longer. We 
cannot have the Speaker in the chair un­
l.ess he takes the chair in consequence of 
violent disorder. 
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1\lr. l\lELYILLE: I have a right to state 
the case to you, Mr. Speaker, and to state 
it without interruption. 

l.\ir. TooHEY: The hon. member is either 
in the position of Chairman of Committees 
or that of a member of the House. If he 
is Chairman of Committees, he has no 
right here. If he speaks as a private 
member, he can only state his case. 

l\fr. SPEAKER: The hon. member who 
is now attempting to address the House 
is not at present acting as Chairman of 
Committees. The point has been raised 
by the hon. member for The Murrumbidgee, 
and I think the hon. member is entitled 
to speak on the point before it is decided. 

1\'lr.l\lELVILLE: The disorder complained 
of took place in Committee. The hon. 
member repeated the disorder, and not 
only repeated it in Committee, but also 
used most violent language behind the bar 
of the House. My reason for asking you 
to re·enter the House and take the chair 
is, as I have already pointed out, that the 
hon. member for West Macquarie having 
left the Chamber, and gone beyond the 
reach of the Committee, the Committee 
had no power to bring him back. That 
could only be done when you are in the 
chair. It is a matter that does not affect 
me, but it certair-ily does the governing of 
the Committee. I submit that I have 
taken the only course that could be taken 
to maintain order. 

l\'lr. GARRETT : On the point of order 
raised by the leader of the Opposition, I 
may point out that the right of Mr. 
Speaker to enter the chair in case of dis­
order is unquestionable. Whether a mes­
senger, or the serjeant, was sent to ask.you 
to take the chair, is a matter of no im­
portance. The question is, whether you 
are legally in the chair~ I submit that 
when we have disposed of the business 
before ns, the Chairman of Committees, 
without any motion, can take his seat, 
and the Committee can go on with its 
business. 

l\Ir. SLATTERY : I think 1 shall have 
the assent of all hon. members when I say 
that we should do everything in our power 
to secure order. If any disorder arises 
we have parliamentary practice to guide 
us as to what course should be pursued. 
We must not go beyond the four corners 
of the parliamentary practice laid down in 
England, and which has been followed in 

this colony eYer since we have had a con­
stitution. But I would ask, is it in the 
power of any chairman of committees to 
lay down, by his own dictum, a new law of 
Parliament, that the Chairman, because 
he takes a certain view in regard to some­
thing which has occurred in a division, is 
to leave the chair without any authority~ 
How does he get into the chair~ First of 
all he is elected Chairman of Committees 
by the House; but he cannot take the 
chair in Committee upon any occasion 
until you are moved out of the chair, and 
the House resolves itself into Committee. 
Once the Chairman of Committees is in 
the chair, he is in exactly the same posi­
tion as an eminent speaker of the House 
of Commons, who on one occasion, when 
all the mem hers on both sides of the 
House had left, found that he was unable 
to leave the chair until the Premier was 
sent for to move him out of the chair. I 
say, therefore, that.the Chairman of Com­
mittees cannot leave the chair unless a 
vote of the Committee authorises him to 
do so. What has taken place now ~ I 
shall ask you, l\fr. Speaker, to decide, as 
custodian of the rights and privileges of 
Parliament, that by the action of the 
Chairman of Committees in leaving the 
chair, the whole of the business of the 
Committee of Supply has come to an end, 
and that the whole of the work that has 
been done from beginning to end is there­
by nullified. I shall ask you to decide 
that, not only in the interests of this Par­
liament, but also in the interests of suc­
ceeding parliaments, because we are here 
to make laws, not merely to suit ourselves 
to-day, but to keep our· privileges and 
powers intact, and to hand them clown to 
those who succeed us. I · shall go with 
any one who seeks to put down disorder, 
whether it comes from one side of the 
House or the other; but let us act in ac­
cordance with parliamentary law. May I 
point out that the case which bas been 
brought under your notice occurred when 
I had the honor of being Chairman of 
Committees ~ On that occasion, l\fr. 
Speaker Barton came, first of all, without 
being sent for; and when he came Ire­
mained in the chair, and kept the House 
in Committee. 

Mr. ABIGAIL : You did the first time ! 
Mr. SLATTERY : I never left the chair. 
1\fr. ABIGAIL : The hon. member did ! 
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· Mr. SLATTERY: I saythati never left the 
chainvhen Mr. Speaker Barton entered the 
House and I sat there, because I still kept 
the H~use in Committee. Mr. Speaker 
Barton came back a second time, and I still 
kept the chair. ·when disorder occurred 
the. second time I did not wait for Mr. 
Speaker to come; I dealt with the matter 
myself. That is the course which should 
have been taken by the Chairman of Com­
mittees in this instance. You ruled just 
now, Mr. Speaker, that the House was out 
of Committee. On the point of order raised 
by the hon. member for South Sydney, Mr. 
Toohey, you decided first of all that the 
Chairman of Committees had stated the 
question of order, and then when he 
wished to reply to the leader of the Op­
position, and attempted to be heard again, 
the member for South Sydney submitted 
that the House had resumed, the hon. 
member could not be beard a second time, 
and. you held then that he was speaking 
as the member for Northumberland. That 
being the position of affairs, no matter 
what the consequences may be, because 
we must not look at consequences, I ask 
you to decide that, owing to the irre­
rrularity of the proceedings, the whole of 
the work of the Committee of Supply has 
been nullified, and also that the Com­
mittee is at an encl. I must submit that 
you are improperly in 'the chair at this 
moment, because unless you will admit 
that immediately the Chairman of Com­
mittees left the chair tho Committee came 
to an end, we are now entering upon the 
Friday's sitting. • 

l\:Ir. GARRARD : That is another point of 
order! 

Mr. SLATTERY: Hon. members will ad­
mit that I have stated the matter fairly. 

Mr. GARRARD: Not from an historical 
point of view! 

Mr. SLATTERY: The case of the Speaker 
of the House of Commons being left in 
the chair, and not being able to leave the 
chair until the leader of the House went 
to move him out of it, is a parallel case. 
The Chairman of Committees left without 
askin"' for a vote of the Committe; and I 
say that either Mr. Speaker is not pro­
perly in the chair now or the proceedings 
of the Committee are at an end. 

Mr. CARRUTHERS: The hon. member, in 
discussing this matter, has gone very far 
from the authorities on the question. The 

[Mr. Slattery. 

law of Parliament is laid down very clearly 
by May, who says : 

So,.also, if any sudden disorder should occur 
by which the honor and dignity of the House 
are affected, the urgency of such a circumstance 
would justify the Speaker in resuming the 
chair immediately without awaiting the or­
dinary forms. 

Mr. SLATTERY: That is exactly what I 
said! 

Mr. CARRUTHERS : In this case Mr .. 
Speaker was sent for; but if Mr. Speaker 
can come without a message being sent to 
him, is it wrong that he should come when 
he is sent for~ May says : 

On the lOth May, l8i5, a serious disturbance 
arose in a grand committee, in which bloodshed 
was threatened, when it is related that the 
Speaker "very opportunely and prudently rising 
from his seat near the bar in a resolute and slow 
pace made his three respects through the crowd 
and. took the chair." The mace having been 
forcibly laid on the table, all the disorder ceased 
and the gentlemen went to their places. The 
Speaker being sat, spoke to this purpose, "That 
to bring the House into order again he took the 
chair, though not according to order." 

The Speaker certainly acted with judgment 
on that occasion, and it appears from a more re­
cent case that he was fairly in order. 

On the 2ith February, 1810, a member, who 
for disorderly conduct had been ordered into 
custody, returned into the House during the 
sitting of a committee in a very violent and dis­
orderly manner, upon which Mr. Speaker re­
sumed the chair and ordered the serjeant to 
do his duty. \Vhen the member had been re­
moved by the serjeant, the House again resolved 
itself into Committee. 

That is exactly the course which the 
Chairman of Committees contends can be 
adopted here. l\'Iay says further : 

In less pressing cases of disorder it has been 
usual for the Committee to report progress when 
the Chairman reports the circumstances to the 
House. • 

That is in less urgent cases ; but the case 
with which we are dealing is of similar 
urgency to those great cases whi~h are 
historical, and which show that Parliament 
has its own law made for emergencies of 
this nature. l\'Iay says : 

Indecent interruptions of the debate or pro­
ceedin<>s in a Committee of the Whole House are 
regard~d in the same light as similar disorders 
while the House is sitting. 

After citing a case in which a member 
who had misbehaved himself was dealt 
~vith by the House, May says: 

But ·there can be no doubt that if, without 
giving fresh offence, he had failed in excusing 



.o..t 

.. ........ 

. -,;~· 
. .-: 

...... ..... . ... ~ .. 

&~pply. [3 OcT., 1889.] jJ£1-. John Davies. 5977 

himself for his ·misconduct in the Committee, 
the House would have inflicted some punish­
ment either by commitment or reprimand. 

There are a number of cases all of which 
show that the Committee, either by re­
solution, by the action of the Chairman 
of Committees, or by the action of the 
Speaker, has always dealt with these mat­
ters as matters affecting the very exist­
ence of Parliament. 

Mr. TooHEY: The Minister of Public 
Instruction does not quite clearly grasp the 
subject. In the first place, there was no 
disorder in the House wlien 1\fr. Speaker 
was asked to enter and take the chair ; 
and the disorder which had occurred was 
of such a nature that it could easily have 
been reported when Mr. Speaker resumed 
the chair and progress was reported. The 
position was not at all analogous to the 
case referred to in " May." vVhat is the 
position now 1 Where is the Chairman of 
Committees 1 He has passed into oblivion. 
He did not leave the chair by the will of 
the Committee ; he unnecessarily and un­
wisely left the chair of his own motion. 
The hon. gentleman was too hasty. He 
forgot that when in the chair he could only 
act as he was directed to act by the Com­
mittee. How is he going to get back into 
the chaid Will you rule that he, having 
vacated the chair without authority, has 
a right by his own will to go back to the 
chair 1 The position of affairs is not analo­
gous to that under which Mr. Speaker 
Barton resumed the chair. vVhile the 
House was in Committee Mr. Speaker 
Barton entered the House to quell dis­
order which was actually taking place at 
the time ; and even those very gentlemen 
who assert your right to be in the chair 
now protested agains~ that action. What 
Mr. Speaker Barton did is no precedent 
for what is being done now. I submit 
that the Chairman of Committees has 
placed you, Mr. Speaker, in a position 
from which your intelligence and sense of 
decorum alone can relieve you. 

1\fr. ABIGAIL: I submit that hon. mem­
bers opposite have very bad memories. 

Mr. CHAJ.~TER: They can remember what 
the bon. member himself did when he was 
in opposition ! 

~ir. ABIGAIL: I trust that hon. members 
will keep quiet. Unless I am offensive, 
I ought not to be dealt with offensively. 
The .question which the hon. member for 

The Murrumbidgee has raised is as to the 
right of Mr. Speaker to take the chair. I 
will show what was done at the time when 
"Tom was in the chair, doing splendidly." 
On the lOth of July, 1886, Mr. J. H. 
Young, the member for The Hastings and 
Manning, proposed that the clause in the 
Customs Bill should be postponed until 
after schedule A, to which it referred, had 
been decided. The following is an extract 
from the Votes ancl Proceedings :-

Customs D!tties Bilt.-The order of the day 
having been read, Mr. Speaker left the chair, 
and the House resolved itself into a Committee 
of the vVhole for the further consideration of 
this bill. 

Disorder. 
Mr. Speaker resumed the chair, and statecl 

that having observed that the proceedings of the 
said Committee of the 'Yhole House had fallen 
into gross disorder, he had taken the chair with 
the sole object of restoring order. 

Mr. Speaker after a time left the chair, and 
the Committee resumed. 

Mr. SLATTEHY: I was never out of the 
chair! 

Mr. ABIGAIL : If we were not out of 
Committee, what was the object of re­
suming 1 If we were in Committee at the. 
time, there was no need to resume. That 
is one st::ttement. I will now give another 
case: 

Mr. Speaker again resumed the chair, having 
observed that such disorder had been imme­
diately resumed and continued, and repeatecl 
that his reason for doing so was to restore 
order. . . . . . · · · 

Mr. Speaker after a time again left the chair, 
and the Committee resumed. 

It was not until the third time that the 
hon. member for Boorowa, who was Chair­
man of Committees, had sent for Mr. 
Speaker in order that he might report 
upon a point of order. 

Mr. SLATTERY : I was in the chair all 
the time! 

Mr. ABIGAIL : Then the Votes and Pro" 
ceecling.~ arc incorrect. The Votes ancl 
Proceedings say that the Committee re­
sumed. It is very clear that disorder 
having occunecl in Committee on the pre­
sent occasion, and the Chairman being un­
able to deal with it, be has acted in accord­
ance with precedent set by this House in 
sending for Mr. Speaker to deal with that 
disorder. · 

Mr. LAKEMAN: vVe have heard the hon. 
member for Boorowa. give his ver~ion of 
the matter, and we have heard the Min-. 
ister of Public Instruction gi,·e his, which 
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is backed up by the hon. member for 
West Sydney, and now I should like to 
see this House take a much broader stand 
than that. I am very sorry to see that the 
leaders of the party to which I belong have 
raised any sort of quibble as to the legality 
of l\Ir. Speaker's position in the chair. It 
is the duty of every one who has any re­
spect for parliamentary government, which 
this sort of thing will tend to bring into 
disrepute, to support the Chairman of 
Committees, whether there is or is not any 
precedent for his action, in putting down 
anything like disorder. I hope that the 
majority of the House, Mr. Speaker, will 
back you up, and back the Chairman of 
Committees up, in keeping order, and we 
ought to keep order, whether we do it by 
legal or illegal means. It is our duty to 
see that the Chair is treated with proper 
respect, and to make eYery member con­
form to the rules of the House. If. we do 
that we shall not have so many legal tech­
nicalities brought forward. What do we 
want with legal technicalities~ We want 
our business carried on in an orderly man­
ner, and I trust that every hon. member 
will back up the Chairman of Committees 
and yourself in your efforts to preserve 
order. 

l\:Ir. WALL : I think it will be admitted 
at once that apart from any rules of Par­
liament, the chairman of any deliberative 
assembly has power to control the house, 
and to preserve order. I desire to express 
my sympathy with the Chairman in the 
very difficult position in which he was 
placed. Not having the power to suppress 
the disorder that prevailed, I submit that 
he had only one course open to him, and 
that was to ask Mr. Speaker to take the 
chair for the purpose of restoring order. 
It is a matter of indifference to me on 
which side of the House disorder occurred. 
It is the duty of the Chairman of Com­
mittees to preserve order at all costs. I 
shall much regret to see the ruling power 
of the Chair set aside on any mere techni­
cality, and I would resign my seat rather 
than be a member of a house in which 
such a thing could be done. The point 
was fully decided by the Privy Council 
when dealing with the case of 'Mr. A. G. 
Taylor. The Privy Council then laid down 
that the chairman of a public meeting had 
an inherent right to control and keep the 
meeting in order. The Chairman of Com-

[ Mr. Lakeman. 

mittees was perfectly right in sending 
for Mr. Speaker when he did to restore 
order, 

Mr. SPEAKER: I am prepared to give 
my decision on the point of order. I am 
asked to consider, or to rule, that I have 
no right to be here, and that the proceed­
ings of the Committee of Supply have 
been nullified by what has taken place. I 
must rule that there is no such position 
of affairs; that in accordance with prece­
dent when extraordinary circumstances 
occur, when an urgent matter arises in 
Committee, it is the right of the Speaker 
to take the chair purely of his own accord 
or when an intimation is sent to him that 
it is desirable for him to do so. I am 
willing to admit that the precedents which 
have occurred in this House and in the 
British Parliament are not exactly on all­
fours with the present case; but it is ad­
mitted that there had been on those occa­
sions no precedent for the Speaker taking 
the chair; and if it was right for the 
Speaker to create a. precedent in the 
British Parliament, and for Mr. Speaker 
Barton to follow the precedent of the 
House of Commons, so I must hold that 
in cases of urgency for dealing with which 
there is no precedent, as far as we know, 
in the proceedings of any parliament in 
the world, it is right for the Speaker of 
this House to create a precedent. I, there­
fore, must say that, in my opinion, the 
point of order is not well taken, that the 
House is properly constituted to deal with 
the question that has arisen, and that when 
the question has been dealt with it will 
be my duty to leave the chair. The Com­
mittee will then resume in exactly the 
same way as it did after Mr. Speaker 
Barton had resumed the chair on the occa­
sion referred to some years ago. I wish to 
point out that the hon. member for Boo­
rowa's recollection must have failed him 
as to what was done on that occasion. The 
clerk then took his seat at the table, just 
as he has done now. 

Mr. McMILLfu."< : The discussion on this 
question can in no sense be considered of a 
party character. The ·good conduct, the 
dignity, and the orderly conduct of this 
House, are matters --

Mr. CHANTER : I rise to order. 
Mr. SPEAKER : The hon. member for 

East Sydney is about to deal with the 
matter upon which the House resumed. 

i 
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3Ir. :\Icl\iiLLAN : The orderly conduct of 
the House -- . 

l\Ir. HAROLD STEPHEN : I rise to order. 
If l\Ir. Speaker can take the chair for the 
purpose of restoring order --

1\:Ir. SPEAKER: The hon. member is now 
addressing himself to a point of order 
which has been decided. 

1\fr. McMILLAN : The very existence of 
our Constitution depends upon the exist­
ence~ 

1\fr. HAROLD STEPHEN : I submit that 
in the present condition of affairs, no hon. 
member has a right to submit a motion to 
the Chair. 

Mr. SPEAKER: I have already ruled 
t.hat the Honse is properly constituted, 
and that it can deal with the matter ; and 
it can only deal with it by a motion. 

JUr. ~IcMILL.AJ.'< : The very existence 
of our Constitution depends upon the ex­
istence of this House, and the existence of 
the House depends upon the orderly con­
duct of its business. I think hon. mem hers 
know sufficient of me, and I think they 
know sufficient of the present Government, 
to be aware that we could take upon our­
selvesno duty more painful to us to perform, 
than one which affects the position of any 
member of the House. Above all party 
is the fact that we are members of Parlia­
ment, and there is a common spirit guid­
ing us all, with a ,view to the interests of 
the country, and it must be a most pain­
ful task when a member of the Govern­
ment has to ask the House to take a strin­
gent course with regard to any member. 
In reference to t.he hon. member for West 
Macquarie, I should like the position taken 
up by the Government to be thoroughly un­
derstood. There is no doubt that in times 
of very great excitement, such as that 
which occurred to-night, the soberest and 
most common-sense man may lose his 
temper, and great latitude must be allowed 
under such circumstances. But I ask was 
there any difference except in degree be­
tween the conduct of the hon. member in 
the late division, and the conduct which 
he has displayed during the last twenty­
four hours 1 Furthermore, when he had 
time to think over his unpardonable con­
duct in the House, when he not only made 
use of disorderly expressions--

1\'f r. Dmns : I rise to order. The hon. 
member must not bring up a charge which 
has already been dealt with. 

1\fr. Mcl\1ILLAX : I do not intend to do 
anything of the sort. I am speaking of 
what happened during the late division, 
and I was saying that not only was this a 
matter of disorder throwing discredit on 
the House, and interfering with its orderly 
conduct, but that the language used was 
of a brutal and blackguardly character, 
and such as ought never to be used in any 
assemblage of gentlemen, and which no 
gentleman, under the most intense excite­
ment, would ever use. Furthermore, be­
sides being disorderly in a parliamentary 
sense, the hon. member's language, besides 
being blackguardly, was also of a character 
to stir up religious animosity --

Mr. ToOHEY: You have been doing that 
all through ! 

Mr. McMILLAN : That has nothing to 
do with the question; but I deny the alle­
gation. As I said before, this is only in 
keeping not only with the disorder for 
which this gentleman was dealt with be­
fore, but also in keeping with a series of 
continuous insults during the debate this 
morning, and this afternoon, and further­
more--

Mr. 'I'. WALKER: I rise to order. Can 
the hon. member deal with any matter be­
sides the point under discussion 1 

Mr. McMILLAN : If this had been a 
solitary ofl:'ence, a different course might 
have been taken. I am going to speak of 
what happened behind the bar, and to show 
that what I am referring to is only part 
of the disorderly conduct within the last 
twenty-four hours which has brought the 
House into contempt. 

Mr. CHAXTER : I rise to order. What 
would be said of a judge of the Supreme 
Court if, before trying a prisoner on a 
specific charge, he brought against him all 
the previous misdoings of his past life ~ 
That would be analogous to what the 
Colonial Treasurer proposes to do with 
regard to the hon. member for West Mac­
quarie. I submit that nothing more un­
fair has ever been done in this House than 
this attempt to unduly prejudice your 
mind, Mr. Speaker, against the hon. mem­
ber for West Macquarie. The Colonial 
Treasurer ought to be called upon to sub­
mit his motion at once, and to deal only 
with the specific charge before the House. 

Mr. CARRUTHERS: I contend that the 
Colonial Treasurer is quite in order. There 
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is authority for the course which he is 
taking. "May" shows that where an 
offendincr member had already been dealt 
with fo~ one offence, when he offended 
aaain another course had to be taken. 
That is exactly what the Colonial Treasurer 
is pointincr out in this case. The hon. 
member f~r West Macquarie has been 
dealt with before, and under the circum­
stances it has become necessary to deal 
with him in another way. 

Mr. DIBBS ; The Colonial Treasurer has 
told us that he would have taken some 
other course in regard to the same offence 
this morning. I say that no reference 
ought to be made to that offence. That 
the Government w~re wrong in the course 
which they took in that case. The hon. 
member for \Vest nfacq uarie escaped 
through the blundering of the Govern­
men,t. 

Mr. SPEAKER : The hon. member states 
that he was makincr the remarks to justify 
the motion which lw intended to submit 
to the House. I am of opinion that he 
was perfectly justified in referring to wh~t 
took place before. One ~on. member said 
that he ha~ no right to prejudice. the mind 
of the Chnr · but the matter will not be 
for the decisi~n of the Chair. A motion 
will be submitted through the Chair, and 
the bon. member for West Macquariewill 
be dealt with by the House. I think the 
hon. member was not out of order. 

Mr. McMILLAN: I am anxious not to 
bring any unnecessary heat into t~e ques­
tion ; but I should like to. pomt out 
that the very fact of my havmg to com7 
plain of such outrageous conduct is suffi­
cient to render strong and vigorous lan­
guage necessary. If this was a ma~ter 
that could be dealt with coolly, and with­
out strong language, it would not ~e such 
a case as to warrant the course whiCh we 
have taken. It is absolutely necessary, 
and there is no party question in it. I 
am appealing to both sides of the House 
-and I believe we shall be sustained by 
the whole House in the action we are tak­
ing. The hon. member did not stop at 
this outrageous language which he used 
whilst the House was in division when 
nothing could be done to stop it ; but 
after the division, or whilst the second 
division was being taken, the hon. mem­
ber behind the bar in the midst of 
strangers, used language --

[Mr. Carruthers. 

Mr. T. WALKER : I rise to order. Is 
the hon. member in order in stating what 
took place outside the House 1 

Mr. SPEAKER : It is in order for the 
House to deal with anything that occurs 
within its precincts, and more especially 
it is in the power of the House to deal 
with anything which occurs within its 
hearing. 

Mr. McMILLAN : I have yet to learn 
that there is a different code of honor 
which regulates the feelings of men inside 
and outside of the House, and that the 
hon. member for West Macquarie being 
behind the bar, can use language to this 
effect : " How will you divide the£ 1,100 
amon()'st yourselves~ It will not be worth 
havin~ amoncr you." The insinuation 

b b • 
beincr thrown out that five or SIX respect-
able 
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men had joined in a copartnership of 
felony with Mr. John Davies. How any 
man with the most rancorous party feel­
ing professing to be a gentleman-! will 
not--

Mr. D. O'CONNOR : No one would de­
fend it but a blackguard ! 

Mr. SPEAKER : My attention has been 
called to a certain remark which would 
be disorderly if applied to any member. 
So far, I do not think that any one has 
defended the conduct of the hon. member 
for West Macquarie. I think that· the 
Postmaster-General should not have made 
that inte1jection, and I trust that he will 
withdraw it, and say that he did not in­
tend to apply it to any member of the 
House. 

Mr. D. O'CONNOR: I unhesitatingly say, 
Mr. Speaker, that I would not apply it to 
any gentleman in this Chamber. 

Mr. McMILLAN : Much as I am deYotecl 
to this country, to which I owe my all, 
I would rather crive up the public service 
of · the country~ with all the feelings . of 
patriotism I am possessed of, and retire 
for ever from public life, than feel t.hat. I 
was in a house which could not defend 1ts 
own honor. I now have to move one of 
the most stringent resolutions which can 
be moved in the House, for the sake of 
our honor and our dignity. I move : 

That Mr. Crick, the hon. member for West 
Macquarie, is guilty of having wilfully and 
vexatiously interrupted the orderly co~duct of 
the business of this House, wherefor th1s House 
adjudges him guilty of a contempt of this House. 

Question proposed. 
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Mr. CRICK ( ente1·ing from behind the 
bar) : Mr. Speaker, as a member of this 
House, and being the member referred to, 
I claim to be heard, and I insist upon 
being heard, and you cannot stop me. 
It seems to me that the House, or those 
who are supposed to know the course of 
parliamentary proceedings, are in a happy 
state of ignorance. It is clearly laid 
down, as the merest tyro in parliament­
ary procedure knows, that before a motion 
like this can be put, the hon. member 
concerned bas that right which every man 
in a British community possesses, let 
alone in a parliament of gentlemen who 
are always prating about their fine blood, 
the right to reply to the motion. That I 
understand to be the practice of Parlia­
ment. You are wanting in your duty, 
sir, when you dare to put that motion--

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. member is out 
of order in casting reflections on the Chair. 

Mr. CRICK : The propet· course of pro­
cedure, Mr. Speaker, ought not to have 
been unknown to you, and I would ask 

. you to keep hon. members who are so fond 
of chattering quiet. 

An HoN. MEMBER : The House is not 
made for the hon. member altogether! 

Mr. CRICK : Whether it was made for 
me or not, at present I have possession 
of the Chair. I was returned here as a 
member for a constituency, and I will 
have my say, and if the hon. member 
does not like to s.top to listen he may go 
out. 

An HoN. MEMBER : He has as much 
right here as the hon. member! 

Mt·. CRICK: Then let him stop, and the 
hon. member too. I· am surpriseCl, Mr. 
Speaker, that you, the guardian, not only 
of the privileges of the House as a collective 
body, but also the guardian of the rights 
and privileges of every man who occupies 
a seat here, should think of putting this . 
motion from the Chair whilst I was out­
side the Chamber. It ,vould have been 
put and carried on the voices had I not 
been listening. 

Mr. SPEAKER: Perhaps the hon. mclll­
ber will allow me to say that I was not 
aware of his presence. If he had been in 
the Chamber I should have taken the 
usuul course, and asked him to offer an ex­
planation before the motion was put. I 
was givfln to understand that the hon. 
gentleman had left the Chamber. 

Mr. CRICK : It is impossible for me to 
know at present what the motion is. 

Mr. SPEAKER : I was not aware that 
the hon. member was within hearing, or I 
should have taken the usual course and 
have asked him if he chose to explain his 
conduct before the motion was put to the 
House. I had been given to understand 
that after the scene of disorder the bon. 
member left the Chamber, and as I have 
already said, I had no knowledge that he 
was within hearing. 

Mr. CRIBK : The law of Parliament is 
clear, that except it is shown, and clearly 
shown, that I intentionally stopped away 
from the precincts of the House, Parlia­
ment bas no right to deal with this motion 
in IllY absence. 

Mr. McMILLAN : Mr. Speaker -­
Mr. CRICK : I appeal to the Chair for 

protection from the ignorance of the hon. 
member. The first motion in a case of 
this kind is that the bon. member do at­
tend in his place. I can quite forgive the 
hon. member who has so lately assumed 
the charge of the Government, for not 
knowing it, and I can quite forgive the 
acrimony and bitterness that pervaded 
every sentence that fell from his lips as 
he referred to the scene that occurred this 
morning. I claim the same liberty that 
he enjoyed. This morning I, in this 
Chamber, stated that his words were not 
correct, and I offered to do him the favour 
if I met him outside, of making him re­
member the fact. So I can understand 
that the hon. member was only too glad to 
jump into his leader's shoes again. I 
claim my right to speak on this motion as 
long as I like; I say that Parliament can­
not limit me, and if they do limit me in 
speaking on this question as to whether I 
have been guilty of vexatious-! will 
thank you, Mr. Speaker, for the resolu­
tion. I say that I have a perfect right to 
speak on this resolution at any length, and 
to show the kindly feeling of the Govern­
ment towards me, to show how dear I am 
to them. I wonder how many more mo­
tions of this kind the Government have. 
Probably it has been a waste of pen, ink, 
and paper, if they have wri~ten out many. 
I do not know that they are going to be 
there very long. This motion affirms that 
Mr. Crick-and let me point out again to 
the hon. member, that it is usual to address 
a member of this Chamber in a proper 

1 
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manner. I must congratulate him again 
on his ignorance of how to address a mem­
ber of this Chamber. The motion says 
that "Mr. Orick, the hon. member for 
West Macquarie," and I must tell .the 
Colonial Treasurer that Macquarie is spelt 
with an "e." 

Mr. GARRETT : I rise to order. The 
bon. member has a right to be heard in 
explanation of his conduct; but he has no 
right at this stage --

Mr. ORICK : The hon. member was glad 
to be heard on the Milburn Creek affair, 
was he not~ 

Mr. GARRETT : I ask protection against 
these insulting interjections. The hon. 
member has no right to go on discussing a 
motion that he can have nothing whatever 
to do with. As a member of the House, 
all that he has a right to do is to speak in 
explanation of his conduct under consider­
ation, and that I contend he is not doing. 

Mr. ORICK : On the point of order, if 
you are going to decide against me --

Mr. SPEAKER : I am prepared to deal 
with the point of order. I have no inten­
tion of ruling against the hon. member. I 
think the hon. member is entitled to be 
heard, and I have no doubt that the House 
will agree that a great deal of latitude 
should be allowed to the hon. member if 
he confines himself within reasonable 
limits, and conducts himself in an orderly 
manner. vV e should put no limit as to 
the time he may occupy. 

Mr. ORICK : I should not haYe taken 
a vote or have spoken on this matter at 
all had it not been for a reference to a 
certain matter that occurred this morn­
ing, which led up to a most un-English and 
improper thing-the closing of a member's 
mouth. When a member wishes to speak 
on an important matter, he wishes to speak 
strongly. That right was taken from me. 

l\'fr. GARRETT rose to order. 
nir. SPEAKER: The bon. member is now 

exceeding the right of debate. He is 
speaking against a standing order of the 
House. I assume that the action of the 
Committee was strictly in accordance with 
the standing order, and he is not in order in 
characterising it as unusual or improper. 

Mr. ORICK ·: I ask the bon. member for 
Camden just to extend to me the same 
rights and privileges as he received in the 
Milburn Creek affair. 

Mr. GARRETT: I rise to order. 
[ jJJ?:. Crick. 

Mr. SPEAKER : There is no reason why 
the hon. member should not make a refer­
ence to what is a matter of history. 

Mr. GARRETT: But not so .as to give 
offence to an hon. member of the House! 

l\ir. SPEAKER : I can see no reason why 
offence should be taken at present. I do 
not know how far the hon. member in­
tended to go. I£ he makes use of offensive 
remarks, I shall consider it my duty to 
call him to order promptly. 

Mr. ORICK : I shall' not transgress or 
infringe on the indulgence of the House, 
or cause unnecessary delay; but since the 
hon. member has twice or thrice risen to 
order, I ask from him the same considera­
tion that he got when there was a motion 
made to expel him from this House, in 
connection with the Milburn Creek affair. 

1\ir. GARRETT : There never was any 
such motion made ! 

Mr. ORICK : Then, I ask from the bon. 
member the same fair play that he received 
when he was on his trial. 

Mr. GARRETT: I was never on my trial! 
Mr. ORICK: Now, Mr. Speaker, I may 

state, as I was stating, that had it not 
been for the reference to previous pro­
ceedings in which I was victorious and 
the Government backed down, I should 
not have delayed the Committee, because 
the Committee, as far as I am concerned, 
caU: pass anything they like. As to the 
words complained of, I say in the first in­
stance, that they are 1iot exactly correct. 
I did not apply the words to the House at 
all, but to the bon. member for :t.Iudgee, 
Mr. John Haynes ; and I said to him, 
" You would-be Orange dog." I say I 
did not use the adjective so generously 
taken down by my esteemed friend, the 
Chairman of Committees. I was excited 
and warm, because, as I s:otid, I sat here 
through the long hours of last night-! 
sat here through the long hours of to-clay 
-to make a speech in reply to most scan­
dalous attacks on me by the Colonial Sec­
retary; and then, in order that the Com­
mittee might come to a division on the 
question of Mr. Reid's amendment, and 
although I had opened my papers before 
me, had got the ear of the Ohair, and had 
actually commenced my speech, I said that 
in deference to the hon. member, the 
leader of the Opposition, and to bon. 
members on. the opposite side who wanted 
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a division taken, " I will speak on thP. 
main question " ; and I actually asked 
the Chairman of Committees if I could 
speak on the main question after the 
amendment had been put. What better 
evidence was there for the Committee that I 
wished to speak on the question 1 I wished 
to speak when the Colonial Secretary was 
present. It was not my fault 'that the 
Colonial Secretary was absent this morn­
ing. If he had been here, I would have 
said what I wished to say; but I showed 
the Committee as clearly as a man could 
show men that I desired to speak. JX[y 
papers were open here, and I actually put 
the question to the Chair. What was the 
result 1 In order to fall in with the wishes 
of the Committee and let a division betaken, 
I sat clown. Directly a division was taken, 
I rose and addressed the Chair ; and what 
did the Chairman do 1 He called on this 
gentleman-the bon .. member who moved 
."That the question be now put "-in the 
face of the fact that I wished to address 
the Committee, and in the face of the 
fact that it was known that I was going 
to scarify the Colonial Secretary. Now, 
the question was put on the motion of the 
bon. member for Muclgee, about whom I 
intimated this morning in Committee I 
intended to say something this afternoon. 
I intended to show the Committee what 
was the value of the assertions of this 
hon. gentleman. 

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. member will 
not he in order in alluding to any matter 
having reference to the conduct of the 
bon. member for Mudgee-as to whether 
the hon. member is or is not entitled to 
credence. 

Mr. CRICK : If you will excuse me, I 
have not done so. Short as is the time I 
have been here, I know as much of the 
rules of the House as members who have 

· been here a good deal longer, and am quite 
aware how far I can go in this matter. ·I 
stated that this morning I said in Com­
mittee that I would this afternoon prove 
that the bon. member was not worthy of 
credence, ·and it was that hon. member 
who moved that "the question be now 
put." Add to that, there were four mem­
bers who were returned to support this 
side who voted for the gag. Now, J did 
not care on this question how anybody on 
this side voted. I felt strongly on the 
matter; I have felt strongly all along ; 

but there is no question that can be sub­
mitted from that Chair that demands of 
me and calls from me severer reprobation 
and det~station than this question does. 
No matter what the circumstances or the 
exigencies of the time, I never did and never 
will vote to take away from any man his 
liberty of speech. I have bestowed more 
pains, and more care, and more attention 
on this question of the remuneration of 
Mr. John Davies than has any man in 
this House. I have gone through this 
evidence from leaf to leaf, I have thought 
over the matter and considered it night 
and day, not for a week, not for a month, 
but at great length. My earlier speech 
on this matter the Colonial Secretary 
himself admitted was a speech of great 
ability, then he comes down and attacks 
me in the most unpardonable and vilify­
ing manner, and it was in reference 
to his conduct that I desired to speak and 
vindicate myself. There is no doubt that 
in this Chamber or in any assembly in 
the world, every member must be bound 
by the rules of good order-rules that are 
necessary to regulate debate and give 
an impartial hearing to all members. I 
quite admit that. I admit that disorder 
cannot prevail.· I admit that if we must 
look over every infraction of the rules 
by a member simply because the member 
has an ungovernable temper, Parliament 
would cease to exist. Let the bon. member 
remember that during this sessioh of Par­
liament I have done more work than any 
two men in Parliament. I have not been 
absent from this House more than one 
night, and then I was ill. I have sat 
something lik~ fifteen or twenty hours at 
a sitting; I was here three nights last 
week. Is it to be wondered at that at the 
close of a long and weary and hard session 
my temper is somewhat ruffled, and ruffled 
under such circumstances 1 Having come 
here prepared to discuss this question 
about John Davies, and having sat here 
all night and all day without rest, directly 
I attempted to reply to the aspersions cast 
on me by the Colonial Secretary, the bon. 
member for East Sydney, Mr. Reid, took 
a point of order which kept me out of the 
Chamber seven hours, listening to the 
time of the House being wasted, and then 
the Government had to retract, back down, 
and acknowledge themselves beaten, with­
draw their motion, and leaYe it to me to 
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say whether I would or would not apolo­
gise. I came in and said if there was any­
thing offensive in the words I withdrew 
them and apologised, and was ready to do 
that seven hours before. That cannot be 
denied. I le::-.ve it to the hon. member for 
\Vest Sydney to say if that can be denied. 
Directly I came up this morning to say 
what I had carefully prepared against the 
Colonial Secretary, and to reply to the 
aspersions cast upon my character-to 
show there was neither truth nor justifica­
tion in what he said about me-and to 
answer malignant attacks on the leader of 
the party-I found myself met with the 
motion, "That the question be now put." 
I have no hesitation in saying that under 
those circumstances I was guilty of dis­
otder both inside and outside the Chamber, 
and I say now that under similar circum­
stances in my cool, calm, and deliberate 
moments if the Government thought they 
would snatch a vote of so questionable a 
character by such questionable means--

Mr. SPEAKER: The bon. member will 
see that he is now entering into an entirely 
new debate. 

l\1r. CRICK : Of course, Mr. Speaker, I 
quite acknowledge your impartiality and 
judgment. I quite acknowledge that any 
hon. member placed in my position, while 
having the fullest latitude that Parlia­
ment has always allowed, must not, of 
course, transgress the rules of debate. The 
hon. member who moved that motion was 
not content to refer simply to the disorder, 
but he referred to my conduct in such lan­
guage that if I had been here, I would 
have moved that his words be taken down. 
He referred to my conduct as brutal and 
blackguardly. Well, I do not know that 
the hon. member is altogether an ideal of 
all that is nice and good. When it comes 
to a matter of blackguardism, I do not know 
that I could excel him-at least, I think 
not. The hon. member during a great 
part of last night, while I had to sit and 
listen to useless talk as to whether I 
should be adjudged guilty of contempt or 
11ot, was sleeping while I was awake. The 
other night the Premier, at a not very 
much later hour, asked the House to ad­
journ in order to allow people to go home, 
because he was exhausted from want of 
sleep. He had been very little longer out 
of bed than I have been now; and if I did 
go further than under ordinary circum-

[11-fr. C1·ick. 

stances a man would go, surely some con­
sideration must be shown to exhausted 
physical nature. A man out of bed a 
night or two cannot be supposed to be in 
the same cool, collected condition as the 
man who has rested. They were unusual 
circumstances that led me to say what I 
did. I had been twice thwarted in con­
nection with the speech I desired to make 
in reference to the Colonial Secretary. I 
did not apply the first term to the House, 
but to the hon. member who moved the 
cl6t~tre-to the hon. member who is al­
ways ready to do the dirty work of the 
Government, the political dirty work. 

Mr. SPEAKER : The bon. member must 
know that such a remark is of an offen­
sive character, and that while he is en­
titled to explain his own conduct, he is 
not entitled to be offensive to another hon. 
member. 

Mr. CRICK : Well, I withdraw the re­
mark. I say, "politically questionable." 
I applied the term to the hon. member ; 
and that is the only question before you. 
·what I said or did behind the Chair is 
not the matter before yon; but I have no 
desire to burk anything. I admit I was 
guilty of disorder behind the Chair. A 
man of my temperament, once ruffled, does 
not calm down very quickly. This vote 
is to adjudge me guilty of contempt; but 
if the hon. member thinks I will apologise 
to the Government, he makes a great mis­
take. I hand you back this resolution, 
Mr. Speaker ; and I thank the House for 
the patient hearing they have given me. 
I tell them, and I tell you, sir, that I 
would sooner be kicked out of this House 
for condemning what I considered a looting 
of the Treasury, than stand here a mem­
ber of the House. 

Question resolved in the affirmative. 

Mr. SPEAKER: The 96th standing order 
is in these terms : 

Every member adjudged by the House, for 
any of the causes hereinbefore mentioned, guilty 
of contempt, shall be committed by the warrant 
of the Speaker to the custody of the Serjeant-at­
Arms, to be detained in custody until released 
by an order of the House, upon such conditions 
for payment of fees as to the House shall seem 
meet. 

I have therefore prepared my warrant; 
and I call on the Set:jeant-at-Arms to put 
it in force. I will now leave the chair, and 
the Committee of Supply will resume. 
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In Committee: 
Remuneration to Colonel Wells, cts member 

of the Casual Lctbou1· Boct1·d. 
Proposed vote, £225. 
1\ir. DIBBS said that as the House, by 

the most violent act it could perform-by 
applying the cloture-had stopped debate 
on the motion to vote a sum of money to 
the Honorable John Davies, he did not 
intend to offer any further resistance to 
the proposal to vote a sum of money to 
one of that gentleman's colleagues. Colonel 
vVells was in no way chargeable with the 
offence with which the bon. gentleman 
had been charged. Colonel \V ells had 
been guilty of neglect, to some extent; 
but there had been no criminality. He 
did not think that Colonel Wells should 
be rewarded for allowing the chairman of 
the Casual Labour Board to hold in his 
own hands that £250,000 without any 
check, let, or hindrance; but at the same 
time, as the House had taken under its 
patronagP-under its wing-so distin­
guished an ornament of the other Chamber · 
as the Honorable John Davies, and as the 
Government had resorted to the con­
temptible process of using the gag in order 
to secure the payment of that gentleman, 
he simply protested against the whole 
proceeding, and the country would hear 
the ring of his protest yet, for in the 
history of these colonie11-in the history 
of this colony at least, he could say with 
confidence-never before had thn Treasury 
been looted by the application of the gag. 

1\ir. HAROLD STEPHEN intended to 
move that the Chairman leave the chair, 
report progress, and ask leave to sit again. 
He meant this motion to be preliminary 
to the release of 1\'fr. Crick from the bond­
age in which he was now held. He did 
not desire to justify the hon. member's 
remarks in the slightest degree. 

The CrrAIR1IAN: Ordei·. Order. It is not 
within the hon. member's province to dis­
cuss what has taken place in the House. 

1\'fr. HAROLD STEPHEN could ;not 
urge his object in moving the Chairman 
out of the chair without alluding to what 
had occurred within the last few hours in 
the debate. 

The CnAIR1IAN : The hon. gentleman 
will be perfectly in order in incident.11.1ly 
referring to any e«use he may think suffi­
cient to justify the House resuming; but 
the bon. member will not be in order in 

18 T 

discussing in any way the action that l1as 
taken place in the House, or the conse­
quences of that action. 

l\1r. HAROLD STEPHEN said the 
Chairman's ruling placed him in rather an 
awkward position, for it amounted to this: 
that he would be perfectly in order in 
doing what he would be perfectly out of 
order in doing. He desired to explain that 
he considered that a certain amount of 
latitude should have been allowed, and 
there should have been a certain amount 
of concession on both sides of the House. 
\V e were placed in rather a peculiar posi­
tion. This side of the House had been 
perfectly willing to adopt a conciliatory 
attitude, with the view of bringing the 
sitting and the session to a close; but the 
hon. member who always came in at the 
last moment as the champion of the Go­
vernment when they were in any difficulty, 
chose to intervene last night, and, by a 
most ridiculous motion, to waste the time 
of the House and place us in the position 
of having to sit up all night to resist it, 
and the natural result followed. Men 
were not capable o£ acting in a manner 
thoroughly consistent with their previous 
actions. \Ve should, therefore, consider 
the action of any hon. member at such 
a time in close relation to his preYious 
action. If that hon. member had shown 
himself previously antagonistic to the feel­
ings of the House, and desirous of creating 
disorder on every occasion when the op­
portunity arose, we should judge him far 
more harshly than we should in the case 
of a man whose feelings--

The CHAIR~IAN: Order. Order. The hon. 
mem her is now debating by inference some­
thing that has taken place elsewhere...:._I 
infer, has taken place in the House. 

:Mr. HAROLD STEPHEN thought 
that a certain amount of latitude ought to 
be allowed to him in discussing this mat­
ter, his object being to relieve the lion. 
mem her for West lYiacquarie from the dis­
ability under which he now laboured, and 
he did it in the interests of the country, 
and in the interests of the hon. member's 
constituency, which should not be deprived 
of .his set·vices unless there was very great 
reason for it. If that hon. member had 
shown himself so contumacious --

The CHAIR~IAN : Order. Order. I can 
only inform the bon. member that I cannot 
feel it is my duty to be continually calling 
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his attention to a matter I have already 
explained. The bon. member will not be 
in order in discussing in detail, as he is 
now doing, a matter which has occurred 
in the House. 

Mr. HAROLD STEPHEN did not 
know in what form he could take excep­
tion to the Chairman's ruling as to dis­
cussing the matter in detail. He had not 
discussed it in detail, but in a broad sense, 
as to the fact of the hon. member having 
placed himself in a position by which his 
services were lost to the House on this 
occasion ; and as he deaired to restore the 
hon. member to the House and to his full 
privileges, he moved this motion. He de­
sired to point out to the Committee that, 
no matter how disorderly the conduct of 
that hon. member may have been, it must 
be apparent to every hon. member that 
there h:::.d been a very great strain upon 
all of us who had faithfully attended to 
our duties. He did not and could not 
cavil at the decision of the House with 
regard to the hon. mern ber for West Mac­
quarie. He had a right to demand, or to 
ask the House to admit to its proceedings 
a gentleman whose whole· course through­
out this Parliament had shown --

The CnAIRJIAl~; The hon. member is 
now out of order. The matter to which 
he refers is in that stage that the hon. 
member can haYe no knowledge as to 
what has occurred to the hon. member by 
the issuing of a certain document. The 
matter was reported to the House, and 
the hon. member can have no knowledge 
in discussing something that refers to the 
future and belongs to the House, and not 
to the Committee. 

Mr. HAROLD STEPHEN asked if 
the Chairman ruled that he might not re­
fer to the very matter which caused him 
·to move him out of the chair, that he 
might nbt discuss a question that had 
come before us, it being within our know­
ledge that the hon. member for West Mac­
quarie had been excluded from the pro­
ceedings of the House, and was now in 
the custody of the Se1:je::mt-at-Arms ~ 

The CHAIRJIAN : At the present junc­
ture, the House not ·having been officially 
informed that the hon. member to who111 
the hon. member for Monaro refers is in 
the position of which he speaks, the bon. 
member is out of order in discussing it. 

·.But I would again point out. to the hon. 
[ M1·. Harold Stephen. 

member that his own admission justifies 
the opinion I am now expressing. He 
himself, in answer to an interjection, im­
plied he had doubt, and did not know, and 
until a report is made to the House of 
certain matters that may have occurred, 
or may not yet have occurred, how can it 
be in order for the hon. member to discuss 
what is not on actual record ~ 

Mr. HAROLD STEPHEN : The hon. 
member rules, but asks me how can it be 
in order. 

RoN. l\hniBERS : Chair ! Chair ! 
The CnAIR~IAN : I certainly think that 

matters are now assuming such a position 
that the hon. member will compel the 
Chair to rule he is becoming frivolous and 
vexatious. 

Mr. HAROLD STEPHEN : I must 
explain this much, that I shall not be put 
down by any chairman or speaker. 

RoN l\h~IBERS : Chair ! Chair ! 
The CnAIRJIAN : I trust the hon. mem­

ber will address himself to the motion he 
intends to move. I have endeavoured 
several times as clearly as possible to point 
out to the hon. member the latitude he 
can use in regard to the question he desires 
to discuss. 

1\'Ir. HAROLD STEPHEN : I desire 
to point out to you the fact that on the 
occasion when you interrupted me a minute 
or two ago, I was replying to a direct 
question of your own. You concluded 
your remarks by asking me how it could 
be ont of order. 

1\'Ir. HAYNES : I rise to order, 1\'Ir. Mel­
ville. The hon. member, I contend, is 
clearly out of order in discussing your de­
cision after you have notified he is ont of 
order. I trust the Committee will support 
you in maintaining order. 

1\'Ir. HAROLD STEPHEN : On the point of 
order I desire to say it is no point of order 
at all. 

The CHAIRMAN : I again appeal to the 
hon. member to discuss the motion which 
he has expressed his intention to move, 
and to cease attempting to hold a discus­
sion with the Chair. 

1\'Ir. HAROLD STEPHEN would cer­
tainly cease to dispute the Chairman's 
ruling ; but he would still refer to the 
general question, which he was compelled 
to do. He could show no justification for 
moving the Chairman out of the chair if 
he were debarred from discussing the posi-
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tion which the hon. member for West Mac­
quarie occupied. He desired to point out 
that that hon. member was being debarred 

.from taking part in this debate at tbe pre­
sent moment, and might be debarred from 
taking any part in the debates for any 
length of time the House chose to fix; but 
he desired to place that hon. member in a 
position of being able to take his part in 
the debates. The punishment awarded to 
him was quite sufficient. 

The 0HAIR:UAX : I am extremely loath 
-it is an exceedingly painful position to 
be placed in-to have to appeal to the hon. 
member to cease the line of argument he 
is following. I appeal to the hon. mem­
ber again. I have already told him that 
the matter to which he refers is not com­
pleted. It is a matter that has occurred 
in the House, and as yet the House has 
no knowledge of its completion. For aught 
the hon. member knows, the hon. member 
to whom he refers might, if he so chose, 
enter the Chamber; and, consequently, the 
matter being in that state, the hon. mem­
ber cannot discuss, in the manner in which 
he desires to discuss, a matter which is not 
yet completed. 

l\ir. HAROLD STEPHEN understood 
that the hon. member for vVest lYiacquarie 
was now in custody of the Sergeant-at­
Arms. 

The 0HAIR}IAN: That is amatterof which 
this Committee can have no cognisance 
whatever. 

lVIr. HAROLD STEPHEN presumed 
that he had a right to ask for ad vice. He 
wanted to know how best he could pro­
cure bail for the hon. membed 

The 0HAIR}IAN: If the hon. member 
will confine himself to the subject-matter 
of the debate, and will allow the Com­
mittee to finish its proceedings, he will be 
able to procure the information he desires 
when the House resumes. 

Mr. HAROLD STEPHEN intended 
to move an amendment, because of the 
fact that thfl bon. member for vV est 
1\iacquarie could not be admitted to bail, 
and therefore could not be permitted to 
take part in the ordinary affairs of life. 
The first duty of hon. members was to 
conserve the privileges of Parliament; 
therefore, he was entirely in accord with 
the motion which restricted the hon. mem­
ber from infringing those privileges. That 

much having been done, he was desirous 
of adding the bon. member's voice to the 
debating power of the House. 

The CHAIRMAN : I think hon. members 
of the Committee will bear with me when 
I.say that I have borne with the hon. 
member as long as there is any justifica­
tion for so doing. I shrink from taking 
proceedings which may appear to be harsh; 
but I again appeal to the hon. member 
either to cease the debate, or debate. the 
subject before the Ohair. 

1\ir. HAROLD STEPHEN intended 
to move that the Chairman leave the 
chair, report progress, and ask leave to sit 
again. A motion of this kind allowed 
a large latitude in the shape of solid dis­
cussion. He had certain duties to perform, 
and certain privileges to conserve, and 
was not to be intimidated by any threat 
of after consequences. In proposing this 
motion, he had a right to discuss what had 
gone before, because his only reason for 
proposing the motion hinged upon what 
had already taken place. 

The 0HAIRMA..." : I must now call the 
hon. member's attention to the 4th ad­
ditional standing order : 

The Speaker or the Chairman of Committees 
may call the attention of the House or the Com­
mittee to continued irrelevance or tedious repe­
tition on the part of a member, and may direct 
such member to discontinue his speech. 
I do so. 

Mr. HAROLD STEPHEN : 1\iay I be per­
mitted to propose my motion before I dis­
continue~ 

The 0HAIR~IAN : The hon. member may 
move his motion, certainly. 

1\ir. HAROLD STEPHEN : Then I 
move: 

That you do now leave the chair, report 
progress, and ask leave to sit again. 

Mr. OHA.NTER thought the motion 
was in the interests of all parties. The 
only reason for the motion was because it 
had become patent that the hon. member 
for West 1\iacquarie was in custody, and 
he ought to be dealt with at once. _ 

The CHAIRMAN : I will point out that 
the bon. member for The Murray is now 
doing that which has brought the hon. 
member for Monaro under the opera­
Lion of the 4th standing order. The po­
sition is a peculiar one. The position 
which the hon. member for West 1\Iac­
quarie has been placed in has not yet come 
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to the cognisance of the House, and has 
not yet been reported to the House. 
Hence H cannot be discussed by this Com­
mittee until it has been reported to the 
House. The matter is one which we <tre 

-not seized of. 
Mr. CHANTER asked whetheritwouldnot 

be in order to offer reasons why the Chair­
man should leave the chair~ 

The CHAIRMAN: Yes, hon. members are 
at liberty to offer reasons why I should 
leave the chair. 

Mr. SLATTERY urged the bon. member 
for Monaro to withdraw his motion. Ron. 
members on the Government side as well 
as on the Opposition side had only one 
dE>sire, and that was to bring ·the session 
to a close. 

Sir HENHY PARKES: There are several 
objects above that now. It does not 
matter about the session-it may go on 
for a month--but it does matter about the 
character and existence of Parliament. 

Mr. SLATTERY said that was the idea he 
had in view in suggesting the withdrawal 
of the motion of the bon. member for 
Monaro. 

Sir HENRY PARKES: There can be 
no question that we have only one line of 
conduct to pursue, and that is to discharge 
the duties for which we have been resolved 
into a Committee of Supply. All the 
irrelevant, extraneous matter whieh has 
been introduced is outside the direction 
to the Committee to consider questions of 
supply. Our business is to consider sub­
jects submitted to us; and by departing 
from that line of conduct, in introducing 
these irrelevant, and irrational, and ex­
traneous questions, we simply contribute 
to making Parliament a mockery and an 
object of derision to the country. vVe 
have had enough of this unholy work. 
Whereas we might have closed this Par­
liament with credit to ourselves, anJ. with 
credit to the country, we have undone all 
the work and dignity which would other­
wise have attached to us by the vexatious, 
irrational, and unjustifiable proceedings 
of the past week. Surely it is time that 
tl1is came to an end. As far as I am con­
cerned, for obvious reasons, I have ab. 
stained from interfering ; but it is impos· 
sible to shut one's eyes to the fact that we 
are simply ruining the great institution of 
Parliament, and we have clone more injury 
dming the last week than we can repair 

[Tite Clwi1·man. 

during the remainder 'of our lives. fad-
. mit that, to some extent, I may have con· 
tributecl to that; but I had a provocation 
the most. unpardonable that was ever 
offered to a man in the world. vVithout 
a single atom of evidence I was attacked 
as if I was a state criminal. I have been 
charged with crimes compared to which 
murder would be a trifle; and i~l my judg­
ment, the person who has charged me with 
those crimes, if he l1acl his deserts, ought 
to be hanged to the next lamp-post. 

Mr. SLATTElW moved that the words 
uttered by the head of the Government be 
taken clown. 

Mr. ABIGAIL : Haven't we had enough 
of taking down ! 

1\fr. HAROLD STEPHEN : What is sauce 
for the goose is sauce for the gander ! 

Mr. SLATTERY had not taken any part 
in the matter which had brought about 
the discussion ; therefore, l1e could fairly 
express the opinion that everything in re­
gard to matters which had passed ought 
to 'cease. He wished to see the business 
of the Committee proceed decently. 

The 0HAIR~IAN : I have to ask the head 
of the Government to withdraw the ex­
pression he has made use of. 

Sir HENRY PARKES: Mr. Mehille, 
I withdraw any expression calculated to 
wound the feelings of any hon. member. 
But I must, in the most quiet language 
possible, state that I have been charged 
without the slightest ground of foundation 
with the greatest crimes which a human 
being can commit.· 

Mr. SLATTERY : That is all in the past, 
and the bon. member bas had his say l 

The CaAJR)IAN : I feel it my duty to 
suggest to the bon. member that the 
matter to which he is referring is one 
which has now closed. I appeal to the 
hon. member to allow the debate to pro-

. ceed. 
Sir HENRY PARKES: What I was 

proceeding to say was, that we ought to 
proceed to transact the business to which 
we have been resolved into a Committee. 
I was led off; I admit', by the unpre­
cedented provocation I have received. 
I am perhaps wrong, and, if I am, I 
regret I have referred to it. Some time, 

· however, must come to refer to it ; and 
beyond that I will say no more. vVe are 
resolved now into a Committee of Supply, 
and it is clearly our duty to transact that 
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business, and not to consume our time by 
extraneous, irrelevant, and unconnected 
discussions. There can be no doubt of the 
solidity of the position I take up in that 
respect. It would have been better for all 
0f us, arid of much more importance than 
any of our reputations, and better for the 
country, if the course agreed to by the 
House in gootl faith, last Friday, had been 
followed. 

Mr. DIBBS: No, never! 
Sir HENRY PARKES : It would have 

been iufinitely better. 
Mr. DIBBS : What would it lead to ~ 
Sir HENRY PARKE:::! : Lead to! 

vVhy, there is the record-the resolution 
submitted without a dissentient voice, and 
that is as clear an agreement as this 
House could at any time come to. The 
agreement was violated in a way which 
can only reflect discredit on the whole of 
the country. What has taken place since 
has conducfld to no single reasonable 
object, has clone no good whateYer, has 
answered no purpose whatever, and it has 
at the same time done a great deal to take 
away the credit which would have re­
dounded to all of us by the work of the 
se9sion. 'What I rise to point out is, that 
our duty now is to consider the real busi­
ness for which we have been resolved into 
a Committee of Supply. 

Mr. DIBBS suggested that if the head 
of the Government wished to proceed with 
public business in a proper spirit, the 
speech he had delivered was not calculated 
to assist him in attaining his object. 

The CHAIRMAN : I must inform the 
leader of the Opposition that the words 
complained of have been withdrawn. The 
hon. member entered the Chamber after 
the words were used, but they have come' 
to his knowledge, and it is my duty to in­
form him that in pursuance of a request 
from the Chair they have been withdrawn, 
and an apology has been offered for them. 

Mt'. DIBBS was glad to hear it. Still 
he was perfectly in order in stating -­

The CIIAIR~IAN : Order. Order. 
Mr. DIBBS did not care whether the 

leader of the Government had apologised 
or not. The leader of the Government did 
not approach the House in a proper spirit 
when he did anything to stir up the feel­
ing of hon. members. That was all he 
had to say in reference to the speech which 
lie understood the leader of the Govern-

ment had delivered. It was wholly in­
correct to say that any agreement had 
been made by the Opposition in favour of 
a prorogation last Friday. No such agree­
ment was ever entered into. The Com­
mittee on that day had a large amount of 
business to transact within a few hours. 
More business than had been clone during 
the whole of the session had to be put into 
about eight hours. Government supporters 
would not haYe served the country, nor 
would they have been faithful to their 
trust, had they allowed that business to 
go on without' fair and reasonable discus­
sion. Excepting in regard to one vote, 
which had now been settled, under peculiar 
circumstances, there had been no obstruc­
tion on the part of the Opposition in :.my 
shape or form. From the time the Go­
vernment took office up to the present 
moment there had been every desire on 
the part of the Opposition to assist in the 
conduct of public business. He was com­
pelled, as the leader of the Opposition, to 
place this statement side by side with the 
statement of the head of the Government. 
Was it to be expected that even the sup­
porters of the Government would swallow 
£7,000,000 of loan estimates without one 
word of explanation ~ 

Mr. McMILLAN : Nobody asked you! 
lVIr. DIBBS had lent himself to no ob­

struction whatever. All that the Opposi­
tion had· fought for was on a matter of 
principle .. He admitted that they had 
fought hard, and they had endeavoured to 
fight for the country. Hon. members had 
brought personal matters into the debate, 
but that was not his fault. He had never 
assaulted or assailed the private character 
of any hon. member. 

Mr. McMILLAN presumed the leader of 
the Opposition knew that the hon. mem­
ber for Monaro, Mt·. Harold Stephen, 
had moved that the Chairman lea,·e the 
chair. 

Mr. DIBBS had no doubt that the hon. 
member referred to had been labouring 
under temporary excitement. At any 
rate, the hon. member was not acting for 
the party to which he belonged, and that 
party did not second his action. The Op­
position would lend itself to no obstruction, 
but on the other hand we were entitled 
to the fnllest explanation of all important 
matters, even if the closing of Parliament 
had to be kept back several days longer 
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than the Government desired. There must 
be some check on the public purse, and 
there must be some sanction accorded to the · 
large expenditure which the Government 
proposed. Therefore, all the Opposition 
claimed was full and fair explanation, 
and then there should be no obstruction. 
Above all, let those who could not restrain 
their tempers stand aside, and refrain from 
preventing willing and courteous ministers 
giving the House that assistance in the 
shape of information which bon. members 
had a right to ask for. 

Sir HENRY PARKES : I am con­
cerned in dealing with the agreement in 
view of an adjournment last Tuesday, and 
it is simply impossible to deny that agree­
ment. It matters not to me whether the 
bon. gentleman who bas just spoken takes 
that view or the ot.her view. Our position 
is far above any agreement with the Op­
position. Our agreement is with Parlia­
ment itself. I, in the position which I 
rightfully occupy, as leader of the Rouse 
and leacler of the Government, submitted, 
in the most quiet, dispassionate way, a re­
solution last Friday, that the House should 
adjourn until 1\Ionday, and on l\Ionday 
further adjourn until Tuesday at 11 o'clock. 
Every man in his senses knew what that 
meant-that it meant the prorogation of 
Parliament on Tuesday. Between the 
time when I made this resolution and the 
Tuesday, there was sufficient time to de­
bate every item of business which had to 
be considered, and there was more time 
than has been devoted to the real business 
of the country, because the protracted clays 
over which we had sat had been consumed 
by extraneous discussions-not discussions 
appertaining to the real business of Parlia­
ment. And if a similar course were fol­
lowed on any occasion to that which has 
been followed, no parliament, no colonial 
parliament, and no imperial parliament, 
could prorogue. All arrangements would 
be set aside, and my contention is that in 
the whole history of Parliament nothing 
of that kind has occurred. When all parties 
unanimously consented to a prorogation, 
the arrangement has always been faith­
fully carried out in this colony. There is no 
instance to be found where, deliberately, 
the different divisions of Parliament have 
assented to some arrangement for the 
Queen-for the sovereign, king, or repre­
sentative of the sovereign in the colony, 

[..ilfr. Dibbs. 

the Governor, to prorogue Parliameitt-· 
there is no single instance where it"'has 
been frustrated until now. My resolution 
was submitted in a toler:tbly full House. 
There was no dissent, and that implied 
unanimity of agreement. And it is im-· 
possible to explain further. We, the Go­
vernment, have no particular interest in 
this matter. It maLters not to us whether 
we sit here a few clays longer or a few 
weeks longer. But the Parliament has a 
great deal of interest in it, and it is to 
keep faith with the other powers of the 
state, and faith has always been kept up 
to this period. As to the reasonableness 
of discussion, if the time had been occu­
pied by legitimate discussion, every item 
of our business could have been fully dis­
cussed. It must be bornfl in mind that 
though it seems a very large and serious 
thing to ask Parliament to vote £7,000,000 
of money on the loan estimate, still those 
£7,000,000 of monfly represent objects 
which have been fully discussed in Parlia­
ment already. Ron. members know that, 
and they represent objects in which hon. 
members are deeply interested. The Go­
vernment is not interested in them at all. 
It matters not to the Government, as 
such, if you do not vote a penny of these 
loan estimates. If you are willing to 
forego all your improvements, to cast aside 
all your railways--

-The CHAIR:UA.." : It is my duty to call 
the attention of the Colonial Secretary 
to the fact that the matters to which he is 
referring and partially discussing must of 
necessity come up for discussion in Com­
mittee. 

Sir HENRY PARKES: I submit to 
your ruling at once. I am fully aware 
that I am travelling beyond the strict rule 
of debate. I was seeking in a few words 
to review the situation; but I was travel­
ling beyond the debate, and I submit to 
your ruling instantly, and shall discon­
tinue. The few words I have to say are 
that we are in Committee to conclude the 
business submitted by the Government on 
the additional estimates and the loan esti­
mates. It is immaterial to the Govern­
ment how the Committee acts. Let them 
reject any item. I said, in regard to the 
item of Mr. John Davies, " Let them re­
ject it if they like." Let them deal with 
the loan estimates as they like, and let 
them throw out the vote· for railways, if 
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theylf:liink well. We shall have clone our 
duty in submitting it. But let us address 
ourselves to the consideration of these 
matters of business, and let us come to 
some quick and reasonable decision. 

Mr. HAROLD STEPHBN had been 
asked to withdraw the resolution he had 
submitted a short time ago, and he de­
clined to do so. He should press the re­
solution to an issue, for the simple reason 
that, however anxious he might be to pro­
ceed with the business of the country, he 
was still more anxious that every man 
should obtain fair play, and especially that 
every constituency should be allowed fair 
play. 

Mr. PAUL submitted that the hon. mem­
ber for :M:onaro was not at liberty to speak 
again on this question. 

The CHAIR)IAN : I do not think there 
can be any doubt as to the meaning of the 
standing order. Whilst the hon. member 
has a perfect right to address the Com­
mittee as many times as he may have the 
opportunity, it is not intended by the 
standing order that the hon. member shall 
sit down and get up immediately after­
wards whilst the question upon which he 
was ordered to cease his speech is being 
discussed. The question is : that I do 
leave the chair, report progress, and ask 
leave to sit again. 

Motion negatived. 
Mr. L YNE desired to say a word or 

two in reference to the statement made 
by the Premier, to the effect that an ar­
rangement or agreement had been arrived 
at. 

The CHAIRMAN : I feel compelled to re­
quest t)le hon. member to cease referring 
to this matter. Whilst it is the custom 
in the House and in Committee to allow 
the Premier to make explanations and the 
leader of the ·Opposition to reply, I feel 
that the matter has been sufficiently dis­
cussed now to request the hon. member to 
allow it to rest. Furthermore, the leader 
of the Opposition has already expressed 
his opinion upon the matter. I certainly 
h,old very strongly the opinion that the 
matter before the Committee must be dis­
cussed, and itTelevant matter kept out of 
the debate. 

Mr. LYNE w:J.s n.lways anxious to ~ub­
mit to the Chairman's ruling, and he did 
not on the present occasion intend to say 
anything which would be in contravention 

of that ruling. The leader of the Opposi­
tion, however, had been called away, and 
he had asked him to make the statement 
he was about to make. He was prevented 
from doing that by the Chairman. 

The CHAIR)IAN : I must inform the hon. 
member that this discussion must stop, in 
order that the business of the Committee 
may proceed. A division has been taken 
on the motion that I do leave the chair. 

Mr. LYNE: No! 
The CHAIRMA..~ : I trust the bon. mem­

ber will not be disorderly. The taking of 
the voices is equal to the taking of a 
division. If the voices are disputed the 
numbers have to be counted. I trust the 
bon. member will not contradict me in a 
matter of this kind. If the leader of the 
Opposition wishes to say anything there 
will be an opportunity for him to do so 
when the House assembles. 

Vote agreed to. 

Compensation to J1b·. Niclelton, Locomotive 
Engineer, for loss of office. 

Proposed vote, £1,500. 
Mr. McMILLAN : I think it is only 

right, although I know the hon. member 
for Redfern desires to speak on this ques­
tion, that I should have a first say in regard 
to it, so that he may not drag what I may 
consider to be any unnecessary matter into 
the debate concerning the compensation to 
this gentleman. If the debate upon this 
item should in any way lead to statements 
which may challenge that gentleman's char­
acter, or reflect upon him, all I want to say 
is that I have no part in the matter, and 
that it·will not be my fault if anything is 
said in that direction. As hon. members 
know, when the present commissioners 
took office, they had a very large and 
onerous task to perform. In order to 
carry out their duties effectually, and to 
show to this country that the new regime, 
away from political influence, was to serve 
one of the greatest businesses of the state, 
and to place it on a thorough commercial 
footing, they had to undertake large altera­
tions through all the different branches of 
that great department. I have already 
said in my place in Parliament that it 
seemed to me, after giving these gentle­
men full and complete power to alter and 
to .a certain extent to re-create that depart­
ment, it would be obvious folly on the part 
of this House to pry too closely into all 
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the reasons which actuated these gentle­
men in carrying out the purposes· for 
which we ga.ve them complete authority 
under the act which brought them into 
existence, Every bon. member who pos­
sesses any knowledge of commercial life 
knows that in very large establishments 
changes at difi'erent times have to be made. 
Men are taken on and dismissed, without 
necessarily reflecting upon the clmracter 
and capacity of the individuals dealt with. 
The state of affairs with regard to Mr. 
Midelton was this, that a better man could 
be found, and that the commissioners con­
sidered that a better man was necessary in 
the department over which he presided. 
The commissioners did not act in any 
hasty manner in regard to Mr. Midelton. 
It was onlv in the fifth or sixth month 
after their ;,ppointment as commissioners 
that they finally dealt with him, and they 
were very careful to give this gentle· 
man the fullest possible fair play, and 
not to deal with him in any suclden or 
hasty manner. Within their· undonbtP-d 
right, they intimated to Mr. Midelton that 
under the new arrangements his services 
would be dispensed with. I now state, in 
order to prevent any misunderstanding; 
that Mr. Midelton was gi,·en to under­
stand that his sen·ices would be dispensed 
with, and that he had every opportunity 
of sending in his resignation. But, from 
beginning to' end, Mr. Midelton took up 
a very remarkable position with regard to 
the commissioners. He practically denied 
their right to deal with him as they have 
dealt with them. The question then arose 
with regard to compensation, so called, to 
Mr. Midelton for dismissal. The rule laid 
down in the department was of a very 
generous character with regard to the officers 
whose services were dispensed with. A 
full year's salary was given as compensa­
tion for the forced alterations necessary. 
Mr. Midelton was one of the higher officers 
in one of the branches of the department ; 
and it was felt, and I feel it myself, that 
whether he was fitted for the position he 
occupied or not, he had been put in that 
position comparatively recently, and that 
there was a fair indication to him, a pre­
sumptive indication, that he would prob­
ably for a long period enjoy that position 
'in the department. I am very well ac­
quainted with all the scandals-if I may 
use ·the expression-which existed in the 

[J1'r. llfcllfillan. 

department with reg,,rd t:o n'Ir. Mide~ton. 
I have, however, nothing to do with that 
political influence which was said to be 
brought to bear. I do not want to reflect 
upon anybody, but will take it for granted 
that everything in tht> past was done in 
the best interests of the depart.ment ; but 
I did feel, and the commissioners very 
generously felt, that Mr. lliidelton had 
probably a further claim to be dealt with, 
if anything, more generously than the 
other officers whose services have been dis­
pensed with. Although they did not con­
sider that he was a sufficiently able man 
for the position he was occupying, still he 
had obtained that l)osition, and it had been 
a comparatively recent appointment. They_ 
decided, and it was approved of by myself, 
that, instead of giving him simply £1,000 
as compensation, equal to a year's salary, 
he should obtain £1,500. Mr. Midelton 
accepted that £1,500, and he signed a 
document in full discharge of all claims 
against the department. I understand 
that since then Mr. Midelton has been 
agitating in some way or other in regard 
to his position and claims. I hold, how­
ever, that, having given over this great 
business of the state to the three railway 
commissioners, to be conducted under com­
mercial principles, and seeing that this dis­
missal or resignation of Mr. lVIidelton was 
part and parcel of the new re-creation of 
the department for which we gave powers 
under the act, this House would be most 
illogical, and would stultify itself, in now 
finding fault or attempting to reflect upon 
the action of the commissioners. The com­
missioners did for the best. Mr. Midelton 
obtained 50 per cent. more than the or­
dinary compensation, and his character has 
not been affected in any way. He is a 
man of .considerable ability, and he is a 
man in the prime of life. He has got the 
world before him; and I think hon. mem­
bers will agree with me that if he had been 
in a private establishment he would not 
have obtained that consideration which 
has been displayed towards him. I, there­
fore; ask the Committee to pass the vote 
on the estimates. 

Mr. SCHEY said there were several 
opinions which- might be urged in relation 
to this matter. One of the remarks which 
the Colonial Trea~urer had made was an 
exceedingly true one. The Colonial Trea­
surer has stated that he was not very well 
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acquainted with some of the facts of this 
case. He was thoroughly convinced that 
the bon. member was not. 

Mr. lVIo:M:ILLAN wished to explain that 
he had only stated that he was only im­
perfectly acquainted with the previous 
political influences which had atfected the 
appointment of Mr. l\iidelton. He knew 
everything, however, in regard to all the 
matters which concerned the' new commis­
sioners from the very moment they took 
possession of the railways. 

Mr. SCHEY was sorry that the very 
few quiet and deliberate remarks which he 
had already made had had the effect of so 
quickly arousing the ire of the bon. gen­
tleman in charge of the estimates. 
' Mr. McMILLAN : Misrepresentation will 
lJ,rouse the ire of any man ! 
. Mr. SCHEY had no intention of being 
guilty of misrepresentation. He was 
obliged to accept the disclaimer of the hon. 
gentleman; but he was still of opinion 
that the two declarations were not exactly 
identical. He was convinced that the hon. 
member was not a ware of some of the facts 
appertaining to this case. He would do 
the hon. member the credit of saying that 
he believed that if he had been aware of 
somt> of the facts he would not have been 
compelled to stand up and deal with the 
matter. He was thoroughly convinced 
that ·there was a very good case for furtht:>r 
inquiry. He sincerely regretted that at 
the tail-end of a very long and exhausting 
sitting of the House, at a time when he 
himself, after sitting in the Chamber for 
twenty-eighth ours, was very much fatigued, 
members should be called upon to deal 
with this matter-a matter which seemed 
to him to be of far more importance than 
the brief statement of the Colonial Trea­
surer would appear to indicate it to be. 
He would suggest to the Colonial Trea· 
surer that no possible l1arm could arise by 
the item being struck off the present esti­
mates, and by its being placed on the next 
estimates, which every bon. member knew 
must be brought into the House within 
the next six or eight months. 

l\1' r. ABIGAIL: The money is paid ; what 
is the good of striking it off~ 
· Mr. SCHEY said that if such a course 
could be consr.nted to, and if the Colonial 
Treasurer would consent to make some 
further inquiry, or even to listen during 

the recess to the representations he desired 
to make to him, he would at once resume 
his seat. 

l\fr. ::\icMILLAN stated that if what the 
hon. member desired him to do was to 
have the courtesy of seeing him during the 
recess, and of seeing him as often as he liked, 
and of going thoroughly into the investiga­
tion of this matter, he could give his assur­
ance that the desire would be acceded to. 

l\ir. SCHEY said that this was not 
what he had asked for. He was quite aware 
that the well-known courtesy which the 
Colonial Treasurer displayed to those who 
called upon him during his hours of official 
duty would lead him to see even so humble 
an individual as himself. He desired to 
assure the Colonial Treasurer that he did 
not intend to attack the milway commis­
sioners in this way. He had far too much 
respect for their high office and for their 
personal character to do anythi~g of the 
kind. When, however, he pomted out 
that by some means or other a very great 
miscarriage of justice had taken place, he 
felt that be"was not asking too much in 
sugO'esting the postponement of the item 
for~ few weeks and the placing of it on 
the next estimates. 

Mr. ABIGAIL: Does not the bon. niem­
ber know the money has been spent~ 

Mr. SCHEY : I know all about that. 
1\ir. McMILLAN said that the money 

had been paid, and it would be a most un­
usual and improper thing to place money 
on the next estimates which had really 
been paid. If he did anything of t~is 
kind, he would never hear the end of It. 
He could promise the hon. member to go 
thoroucrhly into the matter during the re­
cess; :nd if he then required any further 
information, he would have the course 
open to him of placing a motion on the 
notice-paper. 

1\ir. SCHEY said he might be <;isposed 
to accept the assurance of the hon. ~he 
Colonial Treasurer as to the horror w1tlt 
which he reO'arded the placing of the item 
on the next estimates, had it not been 
that he had cast his eyes over a copy of 
supplementary estimates which had been 
acrreed to by the House. From this he 
f;und a sum of money for the services of 
W. H. L. Bailey as an agricultural lec­
turer in En('fland. He desired to ask the 
Colonial Tr~asurer whether these services, 
or alleged services, were not performed 
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several years ago, and whether it was not 
a fact that the item for the payment of 
these services was struck off the estimates~ 
He found that that item had only just been 
passed in the estimates for 1889. When 
we found that it suited the Minister to 
postpone that item for two years, he should 
like to know what possible objection the 
Minister could have to withdraw this item, 
unless he had some ulterior motive~ He 
was quite aware that the money had been 
paid, so that two months hence we should 
be in no different position in that respect 
than we were at the present time. But 
he was also aware that the money ought 
not to have been paid. He was aware 
that it was wrong that the money should 
have been paid, and the item put on the 
estimates after the money was paid. He 
was quite aware that it was .taking the 
control of the public finances out of the 
hands of the people's representatives. It 
would be remembered that precisely the 
same thing happened in relation to Mr. 
W. H. L. Bailey's bill for agricultural 
lectures. He had every desire to support 
the Government and the railway commis­
sioners. He had no desire to attack the 
comm1sswners. He was ready to acknow­
ledge that they were dealing justly with 
the cases which came before them. He 
believed there was so good a case to be 
made out, that he appealed to the Min­
ister to allow the item to be withdrawn 
and brought forward, and thus save fur­
ther discussion ; and if the matter could 
not be settled in the recess, he should have 
his course to pursue. He was perfectly. 
aware that if the item were passed, the 
opportunity for redress would be much less 
than it would otherwise be. 

Mr. McMILLAN : I do not want to be 
discourteous in any way to the hon. mem­
ber; but really I think I have to complain 
of unfair treatment. The hon. member, a 
few minutes ago, made a proposal to which 
I acceded. He said to me, as distinctly as 
I could understand language, that if I 
pledged myself to thoroughly inquire into 
the matter during the recess, and give him 
every possible consideration with a view 
to entertain anything he might bring to 
light, he would say no more on the subject, 
and I agt·eed to that proposition. 

1\ir. SenEY : That is very unfair ! 
Mr. McMILLAN : I am only saying 

what I understood. 
. [ Jl{r. Schey. 

Mr. SenEY : Accompanied by the with­
drawal of the item ! 

Mr. McMILLAN : No. I should like 
to point out that the course the hon. mem­
ber proposes to take is absolutely ineffica­
cious. The man is out of the service; he 
has a certain amount of compensation ; you 
cannot increase the sum. 

Mr. SenEY : I do not want to do that. 
It is not a question of money, it is a ql:!es­
tion of justice ! 

Mr. McMILLAN : Even supposing the 
amount were put on the estimates for next 
year, all that the hon. member could get 
out of such a procedure would be practi­
cally a useless discussion. If I understand 
him at all, I understand that he wants 
a thorough investigation of the matter so 
that Mr. Mid elton may get justice. I can­
not see how that justice can be accom­
plised by simply a general debate on the 
item. The only way open to the hon. mem­
ber, if he likes to throw me over in this 
manner, is to put a motion on tlie business­
paper next session, asking for a committee 
of inquiry or something to that effect. 

Mr. ·ABIGAIL : Another royal commis­
sion at 10 guineas a day ! 

Mr. McMILLA.l.'l' : The hon. member 
must clearly know that a discussion of the 
item can neither affect me nor the rail­
way commiSSioners. I again give him my 
word that if he likes to allow the vote to 
go without any further discussion I shall 
make myself master of everything that he 
can put in my hands during the recess. 
Surely if he wants to get justice for this 
gentleman he will be much more likely to 
get it by the responsible Minister being 
thoroughly seized of all the facts, which I 
pledge myself to do before we meet again. 

Mr. SCHEY said it was all very well 
for the Colonial Treasurer to recommend 
him to move for a select committee next 
session ; but how many motions of that 
character had been opposed day after day 
by the Government as they were called on ~ 

Sir HBNRY PARKES : What is it the hon. 
member wants~ 

Mr. SCHEY had said that if the Col­
onial Treasurer would make an investi­
gation, and it was satisfactory there would 
be no debate as far as he was concerned 
when the item came up in the next esti­
mates. If the hon. gentleman would pro­
mise that the Government would not 
oppose the appointment of a select com-
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mittee at the commencement of next ses­
sion, provided that satisfaction could not 
be got during the recess, he should say no 
more on the item. 

Mr. :McMILLAN: I always looked on 
the hon. member as innocent; but now I 
discover that he is awfully cunning ! 

Mr. SCHEY said the bon. gentleman 
was the first to discover that he was not 
the meekest of God's creatures. The bon. 
member himself was not devoid of cun­
ning, because he knew perfectly well when 
he suggested that a select committee be· · 
moved· for it would probably take the 
whole of next session before the motion 
could be reached. A 11 the members of the 
~iinistry were now in their places, and he 
pledged himself once again, that if the 
bon. gentleman would promise that the 
Government would not oppose a motion of 
that kind, always providing that it was 
not settled during the recess, he should 
say no more. 

Mr. McMILLAN : I shall not promise 
anything more than I have promised. I 
have had my last say ! 

Mr. SCHEY said that in that case he 
should have no option but to go into the 
matter. 

Sir HENRY PARKES : I appeal to 
the bon. member whether it is worth his 
while to go into this matter when Mr. 
Midelton has applied to me to hear his 
case, and I have agreed, as head of the 
Governn1fmt, as soon as circumstances will 
permit, to hear what he has to say 1 Is it 
right for him to prejudge the case by dis­
cussion in the House1 I£ he does, the only 
reply I can give to Mr. Midelton is that 
the bon. member has taken the case out 
of my hands, and that I cannot hear him. 

Mr. SCHEY had no desire to prejudge 
the case. He was sure that he had spoken 
as quietly and candidly as possible ; but 
he·might point out that it did not affect 
Mr. ~Iidelton, but the whole of the civil 
service; I£ we came to next session, and 
the only method of redress should happen 
to be the appointment of a select commit­
tee, and the Government should oppose an 
inquiry, the Premier must know perfectly 
well thaj; there would be no possible 
chance of getting at the motion. 

Sir HENRY PARKES: I .have no­
thing whatever to do with what has taken 
place in the Railway Department; . but I 
consider that, as head of the Govern" 

ment, it is my duty, if any reasonable ap­
peal is made to me on the part of the 
whole administration, to listen to that ap­
peal. I have given that promise to Mr. 
Midelton in response to his repeated ap­
lications to me. But I must withdraw 
my proruise if this thing is discussed to-· 
night, because it cannot be discussed here, 
and then come before me as head of the 
Administration. With regard to any ul­
terior step by way of inquiry by a select 
committee, if the bon. gentleman.should 
desire to have a select committee, he is 
sure to get to the motion by giving notice 
at once in the new session for a day when 
there is no business; it is in his own hands. 
The reason of persons not getting to mo­
tions for the appointment of select com­
mittees is, that they allow business .to 
accumulate before. In the beginning 8£ .... • 
a session any member can secure a clear ' 
day when he is certain to get to his motion. 

Mr. ScHEY: Will the hon. member op­
pose the ·motion 1 

Sir HENRY PARKES: The hon.mem­
ber is asking me the most absurd question. 
How doer:; he know that we shall be in 
office next session 1 

Mr. SCHEY : vVe will take that for 
granted! 

Sir HENRY PARKES: We might 
get so wearied of office, and so desirous of 
seeing the bon. member himself, and some 
of his followers-because he is a great 
leader nowadays-that out of a spirit of 
pure philanthropy, we might stand aside 
and allow the country to have the blessings 
of his services. In view of the profound 
philosophy of the hon. member it is ex­
tremely probable. 

l\'Ir. SEE : Why does not the hon. mem­
ber resign at once and give him a chance~. 

Sir HENRY PARKES : I can give a 
g()od reason for not doing that. I should 
not have the bon. ,member's consent to 
take that absurd course. 

~~r. SEE: I give my consent! 
Sir HENRY PARKES : The hon. 

member is a wise and prudent man, and 
as such he would not consent to our taking 
such an absurd course as that. I£ we had, 
his approval I might think of it. 

1\fr. SEE: It is so tantalising to hear 
the hon. member speak of it! 

Mr. ScHEY : The hon. member has not 
yet indicated what course he will take m 
regard to a select committee ! · 
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· Sir HENRY PARKES: Well, I will 
indicate it. If the hon. member, as he is 
bound to do, makes out an unanswerable 
case we must of necessity assent to the 
appointment of a select committee. But 
if, on the contrary, he fails to make out 
an unanswerable case we might refuse; 
but as we have a true appreciation of the 
hon. gentleman's consummate ability we 
believe that his case will be so overwhelm­
ing that we shall be compelled to do so. 

Mr . .SCHEY said that after the very 
ha.ndsome acknowledgment ofthe Premier 
he could do nothing but make him a very 
kind bow, and say he would accept it. 

Vote a.greed to. 

Expenses in connection with the Casltal Labow· 
~ Board Inqui7·y Commission. 4 Proposed vote, £1,644 5s. lld. 

l\'It·. '\V AD DELL would not have risen 
to say anything if he did not think that 
the charges were most unreasonable. As 
far as Mr. Cape, the president, was con­
cerned perhaps his charge might be rea­
sonable enough, as he believed he was an 
eminent lawyer. But with regard to Mr. 
Franklin and Mr. vValler, he thought that 
if those gentlemen were paid 2 guineas fot· 
each sitting they would be very well paid 
indeed. 

Mr. SEE: Nonsense\ 
· Mr. WADDELL intended to move that 
the fees of those gentlemen be reduced to 
5 guineas a sitting, though, for his part, 
he thought 2 guineas a sitting was quite 
enough for them. If it could be .shown 
that he was wrong, and that the gentle­
men were worth as large r• fee as 5 guineas 
he should be glad to think so. He should 
feel that he was grossly neglecting his 
duty if be sat here and silently voted for 
the payment of 10 guineas a sitting to 
these gentlemen, when he felt confident 
that 5 guineas was the most they de­
served. 

Mr. HAYNES : Make it 5 guineas a sit­
ting all round ! 

Mr. vV AD DELL said that with refer­
ence to the item of £178 lOs. for profes­
sional services by Mr. Franklin, and the 
item of £210 for extra services rendered 
by Mr. vValler, he could not say anything, 
because the details were not before the 
Committee. He thought that the Govern­
ment should have laid the details before 
the Committee so that we might know 

.~ [ Si'r Henry Pm·kes. 

how the amount was made up. As he 
was not prepared to form an opinion as to 
whether they were or were not entitled to 
the amount, he did not propose to move 
any reduction in that respect. The bon. 
member for Camden l1ad handed him a 
paper suggesting the amendment which he 
thought should be moved, and as the bon. 
gentleman had gone much more fully into 
the matter than he had done, he should 
take his advice and move : 

That the vote be reduced by the sum of 
£1,401 l5s. 

Mr. LYNE was rather surprised after 
the great advocacy we had heard of Mr. 
,1 ohn Davies' claim --

Sir HENRY PARKES : Perhaps it 
would be best for me to make a short 
statement of what I know of the case. 
The members of the Committee will be 
good enough to bear in mind that this 
commission was appointed by the Adminis­
tration formed by the hon. member for 
The Munumbidgee. They were appointed, 
I presume, on the supposition that there 
was something so seriously wrong in the 
expenditure under the Casual Labour 
Board as to call for a searching inquiry. 
Indeed, I think the commission itself, as 
far as I recollect, was very voluminous, 
and very diffusely points out the necessity 
for a minute and searching inquiry. vVell, 
1 . presume the gentlemen forming the 
commission were selected as the persons 
most likely to carry out that minute and 
searching inquir·y in the most effective 
manner. That implies considerable quali­
ties in the gentlemen themselves for that 
kind of work. Looking hastily at the 
correspondence in the possession of my de­
partment, I see Mr. Cape says that the late 
Colonial Secretary told him at an interview, 
when other ministers were present, that he 
would be in the fullest way compensated 
for his services. I think the words are, "he 
would be handsomely and fully compen­
sated for his services." The correspond­
ence, which I glanced at very recently, 
seems to show that on other occasions he 
was assured repeatedly that expenditure 
otight not to stand in the way of this 
minute and searching inquiry .. Then I 
find that Mr. Cape, who charges for a 
greater number of days than the other 
members of the commission, charges such 
a long time for various reasons-for read­
ing over the evidence alone the compensa-
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tion comes to £200. If any one looks at 
the report, which is nearly as thick as a 
volume of Hansard, and which we have 
had ample opportunities of seeing, because 
several gentlemen lately have appropri­
ated a copy for the purpose of a pillow, we 
shall see at once that the work of carefully 
reading the evidence would be very tedi­
ous. As a matter of fact, be lms charged 
over £30--

l\'Ir. ABIGAIL : As a matter of fact, it 
represents £31 1 Os. per day in some cases ! 

Sir HENRY PARKES: Some people 
are worth that amount. I do not know 
whether l\'lr. Cape is worth that amount; 
but I do know that it is very tedious work 
to read over this large amount of evi­
dence, and the less interesting the evi­
dence the more tedious is the work of 
reading it. I do believe myself that if I 
had read through that report I should not 
be in my right senses to-day. I think it is 
enough to turn the bn,in of any person. 
Now, a large portion of the inquiry was 
really so frivolous, as must be admitted by 
every fair-minded person, that it would 
make the reading of the evidence, with a 
view to extract the kernel out of it, a 
singularly laborious and difficult opera­
tion. It seems to me an operation for 
which a man ought to be paid well, to ex­
tract something out of nothing. Let any 
one try to discover the merits of a diffuse 
rigmarole which amounts to nothing, and 
if he does discover any merit he ought to 
be well paid for it. Then comes the ques­
tion of classifying the results of the exam­
ination, so as to render it valuable for 
framing a record. As far as I can see, I 
think that if he had chargPd 1,000 guineas 
for reading over the evidence and analys­
ing it, classifying the real facts, and 
putting them in a position to be used in 
framing the report, he would be under­
paid. 

Mr. ABIGAIL : He has charged more 
than that! 

Sir HENRY PARKES: I am not 
surprised. I have tried to describe the 
nature of the work. It was a very ardu­
ous, mind-destroying work, and the wonder 
to me is that the three gentlemen who 
formed the commission are not now under 
the care of Dr. Manning, ·for it was quite 
sufficient to rack the minds of ordinary 
persons. But, coming round to this re­
port, I am chiefly concerned in what the 

Government did. · Seeing that the com­
mission was appointed in direct opposition 
to the administration for which I was 
answerable, it will be admitted at once 
how delicate my task was in any way 
interfering with it. I thought they were 
a long time over the inquiry; but I felt an 
insuperable delicacy in interfering in any 
way to check their investigation. Hence, 
they went on after I came into office to a 
length which I do not think I should have 
allowed them to do without interfering, if 
I had myself appointed the commission. 
At length they brought up their report, 
and they sent in certain claims for re­
muneration, and again the same feeling 
of delicacy operated with me. I did not 
think I was in a position to check their 
claims, and that it was my duty to sup­
mit them to Parliament. Hence, the~~ 
have submitted their claims for remunera­
tion to Parliament, with the consent of 
my colleagues, because, under all the 
circumstances, I felt constrained, from 
motives of delicacy, not to interfere with 
the scope of the inquiry, and not to inter­
fere with the terms of remuneration. 1\iy 
own opinion is that the inquiry was un­
necessary, that if necessary at all it was 
profuse to a fault, that it extended over a 
time altogether too long, and that it mi~ht 
have been brought to a close in a great 
deal less time. But, then, I could not ex­
press those opinions, and it was only my 
place to allow the inquiry to take its fuU 
course. Now we have submitted that 
claim to Parliament, and I do not desire 
to say a single word beyond what I have 
said as to the value of these labours, which, 
I think, have been onerous; but I think 
the length of the service on the inquiry 
arose, in a great measure, from the gentle­
men, however estimable they may have 
been, not understandingexactly the nature 
of the inquiry they had to pursue. That 
is all I know about the matter. There are 

. papers here, giving some information as to 
details; but if we gave the information in 
detail it would not much serve the pur­
pose. 

Mr. KIDD did not know any of the 
members of this commission personally; 
but it did seem a very large sum for the 
work they did. Mr. Cape charged for 
117 days at iO guineas pe1· day; but how 

·was the charge made up~ 1\ir. Cape only 
sat 46 days, and from the time the com-

.... 
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mission was appointed until the time they 
completed their work, there were only !:$4 
possible days, i£ they had sat every day 
except Sunday. 

Sir HENRY PARKES : But he sat two 
days on Sunday ! 

Mr. KIDD said that Mr. Cape would 
have had to sit more than two days on 
Sunday to make up the number of days. 
Here was one of the commissioners charg­
ing for 117 days, whereas the return. 
showed that he sat only on 46 days, or 
200 hours, which was about four hours a 
day; yet he sent in a bill charging for 
117 days at 10 guineas per day, though 
there were only 84 days on which the 
commission could possibly have sat. He 
thought the Committee would see how 
,reasonable it was to reduce the vote. 

,"'!He believed that if Mr. Cape were paid 
5 guineas per day for 117 days, it was 
considerably more than he ought· to be 
paid. He thought it was very unreason­
able for this gentleman to send in an ac­
count implying that he had been si~ting 
for 117 days, when there were only 84 
possible days on which he could have sat. 

Mr. GARRETT : How long did they sit 
each day~ 

Mr. KIDD said that Mr. Cape made up 
·his claim in this way : He sat 200 hours 
in these 46 siLtings; but he sat at home 
502 hours, making a total of 702 hours, 
and dividing that total by six, he made 
out that he sat 117 days. In the first 
place, what work could possibly be done 
during those 502 hours~ Any schoolboy 
could have compiled the draft report in 
two or three days at the outside ; but Mr. 
Cape made out that it took him 502 hours 
at home, which would mean, deducting the 
46 days on which the commission sat and 
the 38 other days on which it could have 
sat, that he would have had to sit thirteen 
and a half hours each day to make 84 
possible days. 

Mr. ABIGAIL: But he charged overtime ! 
Mr. KIDD said that on some occasions 

Mr. Cape managed to put in two and a 
half days in one day. He thought the 
Committee would be very liberal indeed 
if it simply gave Mr. Cape one-half of his 
charge, which would be 117 sittings at 5 
guineas a sitting. 

Mr. LEVIEN : Yf e had better pay the 
money than bring three lawsuits ! 

.. [ lJ:fr. Kidd. 

Mr. KIDD thought that we were asked 
to pay very dearly for our whistle in this 
matter. In fact, he thought it would be 
a fair thing to ask the Government to 
appoint a royal commission to find out 
how Mr. Cape made out that he sat 502 
hours at home. He did not know Mr. 
Cape ; but he must be a very sharp man, 
when he made out that he sat 117 days on 
84 possible days. It was the first time he 
had seen an account made out in that way. 
He did not think that Mr. Cape should be 
paid for more than 84 days at 5 guineas 
per day. The amendment would reduce 
his fee by one-half. 

Mr. GARRETT: No, it reduces it by one­
third! 

Mr. KIDD said that it would reduce 
Mr. Cape's charge to £614 5s. With 
regard to the other commissioners, Mr. 
Franklin was honorable enougl1, for he 
charged for only the days on which he sat, 
and did not make out that, although he 
sat on only 44 days, he sat on 117 or 110 
days; but he put in an account for £178 
1 Os. for professional services outside his 
sittings. He thought the Committee would 
do well if they reduced Mr. Franklin's 
account by one-half. He had known that 
gentleman to' sit on the Water Conserva­
tion Commission for 2 guineas a day. 

An RoN. l\iE~IBER : And he was glad 
to get it! 

Mr. KIDD did not know whether Mr. 
Franklin was glad to get the money ; but 
he was certainly willing to give his ser­
vices on that commission for 2 guineas a 
day. He believed that the hon. member 
for West Sydney, Mr. Abigail, had a re­
turn showing that 3 guineas was a high 
fee to pay; but he did not expect a pro­
fessional man to serve on a commission for 
less than that amount. 

Mr. ABIGAIL : There are professional 
men! 

Mr. KIDD said that at all events Mr. 
Franklin was satisfied to serve on a pre­
vious occasion for 2 guineas a day. We 
had had too many professional commis­
sioners. Every conceivable thing was in­
quired into by a royal commission, and the 
public was robbed of an enormous amount 
to find out if the country had been robbed 
of a few pounds. .We might spend a few 
thousand pounds in finding out what was 
needful ; but sometimes expensive com­
missions were appointed merely for the 
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purpose of helping a friend. With regard 
to Mr. "\Valler, that gentleman sat on 
forty-seven days ; in fact, he sat every day 
on which the commission sat, and perhaps 
he would have been willing to sit from the 
1st January to 31st December for 10 
guineas a sitting. However, Mr. Waller 
had not charged for 117 days ; he was 
satisfied to charge for only 47 days. 

Sir HE~RY PARKES : He did not sit 
three days in twenty-four hours ! 

Mr. KIDD thought. that 10 guineas a 
sitting was too much to pay either to Mr. 
vValler or to any other member of a com­
mission of this kind. Mr. Waller charged 
£210 for extra services rendered to the 
commission of which we had no account. 

Mr. ABIGAIL: They charged 10 guineas 
to check their accounts ! 

n1r. KIDD said that the amendment 
would reduce Mr. Waller's charge to 5 
cruineas a sitting, which he thought was a 
handsome fee, and his professional expenses 
to one-half the amount. He hoped that 
·the Committee would agree to the amend­
ment. It was all very well to propose a 
reduction in Mr. Davies' claim; but he 
happened to know that Mr. Davies' duties 
were far heavier than those of the mem­
bers of the commission, as he worked twelve 
or fourteen hours a day to their four hours 
a day. nh. Davies charged for only the 
period prior to his being summoned to the 
Upper House. The Government did not 
venture to ask the House to remunerate 
Mr. Davies for the labour he performed 
while he was a member of the Upper 
House; but they simply asked hon. mem­
bers to pay him a bare fee of 5 guineas a 
day for his services up to that period. He 
thoucrht that if we allowed the com­
missioners 5 guineas a sitting, and paid 
them for their additional services, we 
should pay them very handsomely. What­
ever the hon. member for The Hume might 
say about his advocacy in regard to Mr. 
Davies, he was sincere in his advocacy, 
and he thought the House had done right 
in passing the amount. 

The DF.PUTY-CllAIR)IAN (Mr. Garrard): 
I must point out to the hon. member that 
that matter has already been decided. 

n1r. KIDD S!1id he was onlydesirous 
of pointing out that though_ he was anxious 
to advocate a fee of 5 gumeas a day for 
one per;;on, he was not advocating a lower 

fee for the members of the commission.­
But with regard to the services of Mr. 
Davies he would undertake to say that 
they w~re far more onerous and difficult 
than were the services of the commis­
sioners. 

Mr. BRUCE S•nTH : The members of 
the Public Works Committee get only 3 
guineas a sitting ! 

Mr. KIDD was strongly of opinion that 
an inquiry of the Public Works Committee 
was equal to an investigation of this 
character, in point of time, knowledg~, and 
responsibility. He was not attemptmg to 
detract from any member of the commis­
sion, for he should not know one of them 
if he met him. It was not because they 
were severe in regard to the inquiry that 
he had taken this course, for it was their 
duty to find out all they possibly could .. 
He had not the slightest feeling in the mat­
ter; but though it was their duty to find 
out a wrong, if it existed, still they should 
not be allowed to impose on the country 
by charging double _or treble the f~e to 
which they were entitled. He su~m1tted 
that the Committee would be robbmg the 
country if it passed an item of this charac­
ter. · 

Mr. ABIGAIL said that to enable the 
Committee to arrive at a somewhat cor­
rect decision, he should put before them 
the particulars of a number of royal com­
missions which had sat in connection with 
important works. He was not going to 
say a single word against the members of 
the present commission. But he certainly 
thoucrht we should not be doing justice to 
the taxpayers if we paid 10 guineas per 
day to men like Mr. Waller and Mr. 
Franklin. The commission sat on forty­
seven days. Mr. Cape's claim represented 
£1,228 lOs. for 117 days; but, as a matter 
of fact, counting every day from the ap­
pointment of the commission-the 25th 
February to the 3rd June-it represented 
only eighty-four days, including every 
holiday and every Saturday. The days 
on which the commission sat numbered 
only forty-seven, or a total sitting of 204 
hours, which brought out his charge at £6 
per hour. 

Mr. BRUCE SMITH : Only £1 every ten 
minutes! 

Mr. ABIGAIL said that Mr. Waller's 
claim represented a charge of £3 1 Os. per 
hour, with extras amounting to £210, 
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while Mr. Franklin's claim represented 
£3 5s. per hour, with extras, amounting to 
£178 lOs. He ventured to say that these 
gentlemen would like two commissions 
of this kind every year, and he believed 
there were a good many other people who 
would like to sit on a similar commission. 
He had had the honor of being on three 
royal commissions, but unfortunately -he 
was there as a member of Parliament. 
It was a strange feature in connection 
with our political life that members of 
Parliament, although they sat on royal 

. commissions-and in the best part of 
their business time-were not allowed to 
receive any remuneration for their ser­
vices. But butchers, bakers, and men of 
that character were appointed on commis­
sions, and were paid 2 guineas per day 
for their services. 

Mr. BRUCE SmTH : A member gets the 
honor! 

Mr. ABIGAIL said that a good many 
people would rather have Mr. Cape's way 
of payment than the honor attached to 
the position of a royal commissioner.- He 
had taken the trouble to ascertain the 
number of royal commissions we had 
had. First, there was the. Friendly 
Societies' Commission, which lasted twelve 

-months. He thought he attended seventy­
eight meetings of that commission ; the 
president received 3 gulueas per sitting, 
and each member received 2 guineas. Let 
him point out the importance of their work 
in contrast with the work which the 
Casual Labour Board Commission had 

· performed. The friendly societies repre­
sented a tenth part of the whole popu­
lation in the colony, and the duty of the 
commission was to inquire into the finan­
cial status of a number of the- societies in 
the interests of -hundreds of thousands of 
working men who have been paying their 
money week after week, and to see whether 
the societies could pay the liabilities they 
bad incurred by receiving those moneys. 
Hon. gentlemen would admit at once that 
it was a very important commission in­
deed; but the government of the day con­
sidered that 3 guineas for the president 
and 2 guineas for each member was suffi­
cient remuneration. The next commission 
was the Public Amusement Inquiry Com­
mission. A number of complaints had 
been made as to the insecurity of our 

, places of amusement, and a commission 
[jj£1-, Abigail. 

consisting o( architects and professional 
men was appointed to go through the 
buildings in the city, and he knew that in 
some_ cases a sitting occupied a whole d~y. 
The president of that commission received 
4 guineas per sitting, and each member £2. 

·Then,·on the Ferndale Colliery Accident 
Inquiry Commission we bad Dr. Robert­
son, who was known to be a man of high 
scientific attainments and professional 
·knowledge, and with him were associated 
mining manaw~rs who, of course, were men 
of high scientific attainments and profes­
sional skill. The presidPnt of that coffi.. 
mission received a fee of 4- guineas per· 
day, and the members 2 gnineas ·per day. 
Another commission, of which lie was a 
member without pay, was the Intoxicating 
Drink Inquiry Commission. The presi­
dent of that commission was a barrister-; 
but he received 4 guineas a clay, and the 
members 2 guineas. 

~:Ir. GARRETT : He ought to pe turned 
out of the ranks of the profession ! 

Mr. ABIGAIL said that one of the 
most important -commissions which had 
ever been appointed in the colony was 
that one which he had appointed to in­
quire into that very sad event, the Bnlli 
Colliery disaster. Dr. Robertson was the 
president, and with him were associated 
1\'[r. Croudace, Mr. Gregson, and other 
men of that stamp. The president received 
3 guineas per clay, and each momber 2 
guineas. These gentlemen objected to the 
smallness of tl1e fees, and, in view of the 
services which they rendered, he believed 
the fees were too small; but they accepted 
them, and they got no more. Then we 

· came to the Rail way Bridges Inquiry Com­
mission. He believed that the president 
of that commission was Professor vVa.rren. 
·well, the president received 10 guineas 
per day, and the members, who were all 
professional men, many of them being 
engineers, received 3 guineas per day. 
But the president in that case did not make 

· 117 clays out of forty-seven days. The 
members of the Real Property Act In­
quiry Commission received £3 3s. per 
diem. Then, there were special commis­
sions, which did not affect this case. They 
were, the Fehon Commission, the Milburn 
Creek Commission, and the Judge Mey­
mott Commission. 

An HoN. MEliBER : What about the 
· Water Conset·vation Commission 1 
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1\'lr. ABIGAIL said that the members. 
of the Water Conservation Commission 
received £2 2s. per diem. Mr. Franklin 
was on that. He did not desire to say a 
single word against the character of the 
gentlemen who were appointed members 
of the Casual Labour Board Inquiry Com­
mission. He knew Mr. Cape to be a gen­
tleman, and he knew Mr. Franklin by 
sight; but he had no acquaintance what­
ever with Mr. Waller. He did not wish 
to carp at the work performed by them ; 
but he thought it was an absurdity to 
ask the Committee to pass the item as it 
stood_:£6 6s. an hour for Mr. Cape, and 
£3 lOs. and £3 5s. an bout· for the other 
two gentlemen. There was no man, no 
matter Iiow high his estimate might be of 
those gentlemen, who would say that their 
charges were anything like reasonable. 
He thought that the reduction proposed 
by the hon. member for Bourke, Mr. 
Waddell, was very moderate indeed, and 
he had not the slightest doubt but that 
the Committee would agree to it. 

Mr. LYNE hoped that in discussing the 
item we should not have as heated a de­
bate as that which we had just concluded. 
He was sorry that the hon. member for 
Camden, 1\'Ir. Kidd, should have antici­
pated what he was going to say, or what 
he thought he was going to say, because 
he must have felt that some such accusa­
tion would be made against him. 

Mr. Kmn : I heard that the hon. mem­
ber had said something about Mr. Davies, 
and therefore I made the remark ! 

Mr. LYNE said that he did not say 
anything about him. In reference to the 
matter before the Committee, he said that 
he believed the gentlemen composing the 
commission were selected for their high 
character and ability and standing in the 
community. The hon. member for Cam­
den, J\'Ir. Garrett, knew some of them, and 
he thought the bon. member knew all of 
them. He believed that the hon. member 
could not say a word against them. He 
had never met Mr. Ca,pe; but he believed 
that he was a man of high character, and 
one who could be relied upon, and he knew 
that Mr. Franklin and 1\Ir. Waller were 
both men of the highest character, who 
would not do anything derogatory to their 
position. Any hon. member who had been 
a minister of the Crown, and who had tried 
to select good men to sit upon commissions, 
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would agree with him w~en he said that 
there was a great difficulty in getting them. 
Plenty of men of a certain class-perhaps 
they might be called professional commis­
sioners-could be obtained ; but the men 
whom one would like would not accept the 
position. While he was in the Public 
Works Depa,rtment he appointed a com­
mission to investigate the working of the 
department and to see how its organisation 
could be improved. Though it was an im­
portant commission, it was not as respon­
sible as the commission whose charges the 
Committee were considering. He did not 
know that he would be justified in men­
tioning the names of the gentlemen whom 
_he asked to take positions on that commis­
sion, though Mr. Dean was one of them ; 
but he could not get the best men he could 
find under £10 lOs. He did not employ 
them ; but he was sorry that he could not 
do so. He had forgotten the names of 
the gentlemen whom he appointed; but 
he had agreed with them that they should 
receive £6 6s. per diem. That was the 
lowest fee at which he could get gentle­
men to undertake the work. 

Mr. ABIGAIL: But that was continuous 
work! 

llfr. LYNE thought that the labours of 
the Casual Labour Board Commission wero 
also continuous. He did not think that 
hon. members could complain of the work 
done or the energy displayed by those gen­
tlemen. He wished to show what the mem­
bers of commissions were paid, as a rule. He 
would cite the case of one commission­
or, rather, the board of arbitration on the 
well-known lVIcSharry case. The third 
man on that board, Mr. vV. H. Jennings, 
was appointed by the late Ron. John 
Sutherland ; and he was correct in saying 
that the members of the commission got 
£15 15s. a day for he did not know how 
many months. 

Mr. ABIGAIL : That was an arbitration. 
There is a, difference ! 

Mr. GARRETT: The parties in the suit 
would pay it! 

Mr. L YNE said that the balance of the 
money had heen paid. He thought that 
Mr. Jennings got about £2;000. Mr. 
·watkins' claim had not been paid; but 
he had a case in court against the Govern­
ment at the present time, and he was sure 
that it would be paid. 

.., 
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Mr. BRUCE s~nTII : He was appointed 
by the plaintiffs to represent them. The 
Government paid the charges of their 
own man and of the representative of the 
defendant ; but they refused to pay the 
plaintiffs' representative. 

Mr. L YNE said that he had been told 
that Mr. Watkin had been paid. How­
ever, the Government bad paid Mr. Poole, 
and they were bound to pay Mr. Watkin 
as much as they had paid Mr. Poole. The 
expenses of the royal commission appointed 
to inquire into the charge made against 
members of Parliament and others in con­
nection with the proposed leasing of the Go­
vernment tramways, were £777 16s. That 
oommission only sat a very few days, and 
although the amount of fees paid to the 
members was not shown, he thought that 
they would be quite as high as those 
charged by the members of the Casual 
Labour Board Commission. 

Mr. LEVIEN : There is no fear of Mr. 
Pilcher taking less than £10 lOs. a day, 
and a bit more if he could get it ! 

Mr. L YNE : Then the expenses of the 
commission appointed to inquire into the 
charges made against Mr. Fehon came to 
£488 14s. 8d. He thought that the fees 
of the members of that commission were 
considerably more than those which we 
Wflre considering. 

Mr. GARRETT-: That covered the cost of 
reporting and transcribing the evidence ! 

Mr. L YNE said that in neither of those 
cases did the commissioners·sit many days, 
and therefore their fees must have been 
exceedingly high. He had referred to 
them to compare the charges with those 
made by the Casual Labour Board Com­
mission. When l1e was a minister of the 
Crown he felt that if a commission was to 
be appointed to carry out a responsible 
and important work, it was not a nice 
thing to have to bargain with the mem­
bers about the fees that would have to be· 
paid. He thought it was derogatory for 
ministers to have to do that, and he thought 
that in future he would not attempt to 
do it. The gentlemen on the commission 
had, no doubt, some very heavy work to 
perform, because from the nature of the· 
charges which they had to investigate, a 
great many documents would have had to 
be gone through. He thought, however, 
the fees charged were quite as high as they 
should be; but as there appeared to have 

[Mr. Lyne. · 

been no arrangement made before the 
work was entered upon, he did not think. 
the Government could refuse to pay them, 
because if these gentlemen went t<> law 
they could enforce their claim. He 
thought that if the amount were cut down 
to such an extent that it would not be re­
ceived, the Committee would be relegating 
to the Government three lawsuits. 

Mr. BRUCE s~nTII : was there any con, 
tract made in this case ~ 

Mr. L YNE did not know. He did not 
think there was. 

Mr. DrBBS : There was none whatever ! 
Mr. GARRETT: Mr. Cape says that he 

was spoken to by the hon. member as to 
the remuneration! 

Mr. DIBBS : There was no arrangement 
made by me! 

Mr. BRUCE s~nTH asked if the hon. 
member would allow him to read a short pas­
sage from" Blackstone" withregardtocases 
in which no contract had been made~ He 
had intended to read it when Mr. Davies' 
claim was before the Committee : 

If I· employ a person to transact any business 
for me, or perform any work, the law implies 
that I undertook or promised to pay him so 
much as his labour deserved. .And if I neglect 
to make an amends he has a remedy for this 
injury by bringing his action upon this implied 
assumpsit, wherein he is at liberty to suggest 
that I promised to pay him so much as he reason­
ably deRerved, and then to aver that his trouble 
was really worth such a particular sum wlllch 
the defendant has omitted to pay. 

So that the members of the commission 
would have to prove that £15 15s. a day 
was a reasonable demand. 

An RoN. 1\hMBER : What is the use of 
having three lawsuits 1 

Mr. LYNE thought from what he knew 
of the tempet· of one of the gentlemen 
on the commission that if the amount 
were cut down very much, he would not 
accept it. However, it was a matter for 
the Committee to decide. He thought 
that the action of one or two bon. mem­
bers in connection with the matter-he 
was not referring to the bon. member for 
West Sydney-showed that they had not 
forgotten the item which was disposed of 
a short time ago. He thought that there 
should not be an attempt on the part of 
hon. members to cut down the fees charged 
by the commission, because their feelings 
had been aroused in connection with the 
vote taken a little while ago. Whatever. 
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was a fair and reasonable charge should be 
paid. Mr. Cape and :M:r. Franklin were 
professional men, and he knew that 1\fr. 
Waller was a man of very high character 
and integrity. He thought that those 
gentlemen should not be treated in such a 
manner as would lower. them in the eyes 
of the public. The hon. member for West 
Sydney, :M:r. Abigail, had quoted a num­
ber of instances to show the fees usually 
paid in connection with royal commis­
sions. The fees of the president of the 
Railway Bridges Inquiry were £10 lOs. a 
day, and he thought that if that gentle­
man was entitled to £10 lOs. a clay, :M:r. 
Cape was certainly entitled to a like 
amount. He also wished to point out 
that the men appointed on the commis­
sions to which the bon. member for West 
Sydney had referred, were not likely to 
have been professional men of the high 
standing of :M:r. Cape, :M:r. Franklin, and 
ll'Ir. Waller. He did not know the names 
of the gentlemen who had been appointed ; 
but he did not think that the nature of 
the inquiries made would necessitate hav­
ing such first-class men. 

Mr. ABIGAIL : Mr. John Young was on 
the Public Amusements Commission ! 

1\fr. L YNE said that l\ir. Young was a 
very good man, and he did not wish to 
say a word against him. The bon. mem­
ber made some reference to butchers and 
bakers in connection with the Friendly 
SocietieE Commission, which he did not 
quite understand. 

:;jfr. ABIGAIL : Some of them were re­
presented on the Friendly Societies Com­
mission! 

l\fr. LYNE said that that bore out what 
he was saying. 

lVIr. ABIGAIL : Some of the others were 
equal in ability to 1\fr. Cape, :M:r. Franklin, 
and JYir. Waller! 

l\fr. LYNE said that he thought the 
attempt to reduce the item by £4,000 odd 
was unwarrantable, because he thought 
the services of the gentlemen who sat on 
the commission were worth a great deal 
more than £5 5s. a clay. He also pointed 
out that the hon. member who proposed 
the reduction wns the gentleman who had 
fonght so hard in favour of l\fr. John 
Davies. 

~Ir. WADDELL: No, the hon. member 
is wrong. I voted in both cases against 
his claim! 

:M:r. LYNE said the hon. member mis­
understood him. He saw the papers pre­
sented by the hon. member for Camden, 
l\fr. Kidd, and he thought he heard one 
hon. gentleman say that the calculation 
had been made by that hon. member, who 
had gone carefully into the matter. He 
thought the hon. member for Camden was 
likely to take an extreme view of the case 
because of the report which the commission 
had brought in against :M:r. Davies. He 
ventured to say, after listening to the quo­
tations read ·by the Secretary for Public 
Works, that the members of the commis­
sion would be able to recover in a court 
of law considerably more than the £5 5s. 
which it was proposed to pay them. 

:M:r. CRUICKSHANK was anxious to 
do what was fair in this matter ; but if 
the item would not stand reducing, it ap­
peared to him that all the items in the 
estimates had better pass at once without 
discussion. He saw on the estimates : 

Remuneration to Messrs. Mason & 11iles, pub­
lic accountants, from 25th January to 18th June, 
1889, £1,260. 

He would undertake to find an accountant 
that would do the work for £200 a year. 
In many cases, such as on board men-of­
war, paymasters had to pay away money to 
great numbers of men, and accounts were 
kept to a farthing; but the people who 
were employed as paymasters only got 
£200 a year. A great many firms of ac­
countants did not make as much in a year 
as Messrs. Miles & Mason had charged for 
six months' work. Then came : 

Mr . .A. J. Cape, president, 117 days, at £10 
lOs. per diem, £1,228 lOs. 

He had had a great deal to do wi~h 
lawyers, and he liked to take every oppor­
tunity of having their bills of costs taxed, 
because it was his experience that where- , 
ever they could run you in for a large 
amount they took the opportunity of doing 
it. He hoped that the Committee would 
see that on this occasion the public got fair 
play. He would pay these gentlemen 
their clay's work and nothing more. It 
was all very well to come here and say, 
"You cannot get men to undertake the 
work unless they are very highly paid." 
He undertook to say that in a great many 
cases in which good men were selected a 
large amount of the work was done by 
clerks. If you went to some firms your 
business was given to the under-strappers. 
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·Mr. BRUCE SMITH : The head of the 
firm takes the responsibility, and gives the 
advice! 

Mr. CRUICKSHANK asked if the 
work w~s any better done by the clerk of 
a great man than by some one who had 
left his service and had struck out for him­
self 1 

Mr. BRUCE SMITH : You have the 
guarantee of the head of the firm that if 
anything is wrong he takes the responsi­
bility, and he may be sued ! · 

Mr. CRUICKSHANK said that the 
people employed upon commissions came 
forward and claimed a very large amount 
for their services, while they would be 
very glad to enter the Government service 
to-morrow at a salary of £300 or £400 a 
year. He thought the item should be 
reduced. 

Mr. GARRETT said that the hon. mem­
ber for The Hume, Mr. Lyne, had made 
special reference to a gentleman who was 
a very great friend both of the hon. gentle­
man and of himself. He meant Mr. Waller. 
He had no hesitation in saying that Mr. 
Waller was a man of unimpeachable integ­
rity, and of great ability as an accountant; 
but if he had not been an intimate friend 
of the hon. member for The Hume, Mr. 
Lyne, he wou'Id never have been appointed 
to a position on the commission. 

Mr. DmBs: The bon. member for The 
Hume had nothing to do with 1is appoint­
ment! 

Mr. GARRETT said that the hon. 
member for The Hume. was a member of 
the Government, and in that position he 
wa~ certainly responsible for the appoint­
ment. He said that if Mr. vValler had not 
been a personal friend of the hon. gentle­
man's-having been in business in Albury 
at the time the hon. member for The 
Hume lived there-he would never have 
been appointed, because he had no local 
standing or recommendation which would 
have brought him under the notice of the 
Government. 

Mr. DIBBS: Will the hon. member make 
out that 1\ir. Cape was a personal friend 
of mine 1 

Mr. GARRETT had nothing to say in 
regard to Mr. Cape, except that he was a 
lawyer of ability, although he had never 
sat on the bench, or shown a capacity for 
performing the judicial functions which he 

[ 1'lh. C1·uickshdnk. 

had fulfilled as president of the commis­
sion. He did not know how Mr. Cape 
came to be selected for the position. He 
had never been on any other commission 
before, that he could remember ; and, 
therefore, without. desiring to excite sus­
picion about the appointments, he thought 
there must have been some under-current 
of influence to bring his name before the 
Government. 

Mr. ABIGAIL : At any rate, the hon. 
member must admit that Mr. Cape has 
made a very good beginning ~ 

Mr. GARRETT said that if he were 
always paid at the same rate in future he 
would soon become a very wealthy man. 

Mr. ABIGAIL : If there are any more 
commissions appointed he will be there ! 

nfr. GARRETT said that Mr. Cape 
had never been in any way identified with 
commissions before, nor had he given any 
proof of his ability to conduct such an in­
quiry, and those facts brought him to the 
conclusion that there must have been some 
under-current of influence to get his name 
before the Cabinet for consideration. 
With regard to Mr. Franklin, it was his 
duty to bring before the House circum­
stances connected with that gentleman's 
conduct as a public officer that ought 
to have debarred him from ever drawing 
another penny of public money. It was 
not a long story, and he would give it as 
told by the official documents of the 
Works Office, in which Mr. Franklin held 
a high and responsible position. The facts 
could not be questioned. In 1877 and 
1878 there was an inquiry about the Par­
ramatta River and Iron Cove Bridges. 
Mr. Franklin then held the position of 
inspecting engineer in the office of the 
Commissioner for Roads. The following 
was the first letter on the case :-

Department of Public Works, 
Roads and Bridges Branch, 

Sydney, 27 December, 1877. 
Sir,-I am about to tender for tbe erection of 

the Parramatta River· bridges, and in the event 
of my tender being accepted, I beg to hand you 
my resignation, to be dealt with as you may 
think proper.-! have, &c., 

F. A. FRANKLIN. 

Here waR a gentleman who occupied a 
position and was performing duties that 
made it compulsory for him to obtain all 
the information about those bridges, and 
to make out the estimates and ·Specifica 
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tions for the work, sending in a tender him­
self. Tllf~ next minute was as follows :­

This step will compromise me very seriously. 
I regret I h:we n0 option but to recommend ac· 

. ceptance.-W.C.B. 
Those were the initials of Mr. Bennett, 
the late Engineer for Roads and Bridges, 
a gentleman who had unfortunately passed 

. away, and whose character every one 
knew. 

Mr. LYNE : I think this is a very un­
fair attack on Mr. Franklin ! 

Mr. GARRETT said that the bon. 
member could speak afterwards. 

Approved.-J.S. 

Mr. SLATTERY : The letter was open and 
honest, at all events! 

Mr. GARRETT was surprised at his 
hon. friend attempting to justify an officer 
of a public department who prepared all 
the specifications on which a tender was 
to be made, and then sent in a tender him-. 
self. 

Mr. SLATTERY : I said tha.t his letter 
was open and honest ! 

Mr. GARRETT hoped. that his bon. 
·friend would not continue w interrupt. 

Mr. BRUCE SiiiiTH : Does the hon. mem­
ber for Boorowa understand that Mr. 
Franklin only offered to resign if he got 
the contract~ 

Mr. SLATTERY: I still say that what he 
did was open and honest ! 

Mr. GARRETT said that a public 
officer, who had prepared all the specifica­
tions on which a tender was based, had 
no right to make a tender himself. He 
thought that, under the circumstances, 
any government would have accepted Mr. 
Franklin's resignation. A similar case 

. occurred at a general election, some two or 
three years ago. Mr. Lovegrove, a candi­
date for the Shoalhaven electorate, had 
been a land agent and a clerk of petty 
sessions. Mr. Lovegrove was defeated at 
the election, and immediately wrote to the 
department, seeking to withdraw his resig­
nation, and be restored to his former posi­
tion. He had to deal with the case, and 
he dealt with it very summarily, and he 
thought very properly. He refused to 
allow Mr. Lo\·egrove to withdraw his 
resignation, and he thought that the late 
Ron. John Sutherland acted in the public 
interest when he accepted Mr. Franklin's 
resignation. Then came a minute from the 
late Under-Secretary for Public ·works. 

Is it intended to accept this resignation un­
conditionaiiy?-J.R. Yes.--J.S. Mr. Franklin 
informed. 

The next letter was signed by the under­
seCl·e~ary, and was as follows:-

Department of Public 'Yorks, 
Sydney, 27 December, 1877. 

Sir,-The tenders, four in number, for the 
work specified in the fovt·note*, are referred to 
you for report, and you will haYe the goodness, 
as early as possible, to return them to me direct, 
for submission to the Minister. 

I haYe, &c., 
JOHN RAE. 

• Estimated cost, .£32,000; amount ,·oted, .£90,000; Jess 
cost of iron, £49,054. Total, £40,946. Amount of tender, 
.£47,568 ls. Erection of iron bridges, Parramatta. River 
a.ud Iron Cove. Deposit receipts received from Messrs. 
Royce, l\lusson, and Franldin. No deposit received from 
~lr. Low. 

Then came a minute from the Commis­
sioner for Roads : 

In consequence of :Mr. Franklin, the next in 
rank to myself in this office, having tendered 
for the Parramatta and Iron Cove Bridges, I 
think it desirable that I should not be asked to 
report on such tenders, and have advisedly ab­
sented myself from the opening of same ; and 
should :Mr. Franklin's tender be accepted, I 
would be glad if some other officer was appointed 
to superintend the construction. 

Under-Secretary, B.C. 
W.C.B.1 27-12-77. 

Mr. HuTCHISON (Glen Innes)wisbed.to 
know whether >vc were to be kept here 
all night, while the hon. member read the 
letters~ 

The CnAm~rAN : The bon. member is 
perfectly in order in reading the letters 
in connection with one of the gentlemen 
whose claim the Committee are consider­
ing. 

Mr. GARRETT : Following that was 
a minute by the Secretary for Public 
Works:-
Pa1Tamcttta River cmcl hon Cove C1·eek B1·idge.s • 

These papers have been submitted to me with­
out any report upon the tenders received, in 
consequence of the extraordinary action taken 
by Mr. Franklin, the Assistant Engineer for 
Roads and Bridges, who retained his' appoint­
ment up to the very hour fixed for opening the 
tenders for these bridges. I accepted Mr. 
Franklin's resignation as the most lenient course 
I could take towards that gentleman; but now 
having to deal with these papers, I cannot too 
strongly express my disapproval of Mr. Frank­
lin's conduct in this matter, calculated as it is 
to create a sense of distrust amongst the bon{/, 
fide contractors who tender for the public works, 
and to bring discredit on the department. As 
assistant engineer, Mr. Franklin in his high 
official and trusted position was acquainted with 
all the particulars connected with these bridges, 
and had opportunities of seeing the prices of 
the contractors who had on previous occasions 
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tendered for them. Under such circumstances as 
these, a tender from Mr. Franklin could not of 
courge be entertained, and I regret that he 
should not himself have seen how grossly im­
proper his conduct was in making the offer 
under the circumstances set forth. 

The Commissioner for Roads will please fur­
nish me with his report on the other tenders re­
ceived, excluding that from Mr. Franklin from 
any consideration whatever. 

2 January, 1878. JOHK SUTHERLAKD. 
He thought that any one who had a sense 
of what was right and proper must admit 
that the sentiments expressed by the Ron. 
John Sutherland in that minute were cor­
rect, and that Mr. Franklin richly de-

. served what was said about him, because 
of his conduct, which amounted almost to 
a conspiracy to get at the public funds, 
as he would show directly. Then followed 
a paper intimating to Mr. Franklin that 
his conditional resignation had been un­
conditionally accepted. The following 
were the amounts of the tenders sent in. 
They were four in number, including Mr. 
Franklin's, which was not considered be­
cause of the disgraceful manner in which 
it had come before the tender board :­
·G. H. Rqyce, £57,612 2s. 8d,; J, Musson 
& Co., £47,568 19s.; J. C. Low, £50,300; 
Franklin, £47,16813s. 3d.; Mr. Franklin's 
tender being about £400 less than the 
tender sent in by J. Musson & Co. Did 
not that show that there must have 
been collusion between Mr. Franklin and 
Musson & Co. ~ The tenders were both 
low, so that the department would have 
had to deal with one or other of them, 
and if one were rejected the other would 
have to be accepted. We knew that that 
kind of thing was often clone; but how well 
it must have been done in that case, where 
one of the parties tendering had prepared 
the specifications and knew every joint, 
bolt, and rod of iron which would have to 
be used! How well that gentleman was 
in a position to inform any one else or to 
frame a tender himself in such a way that 
it must be c::msidered ! Did not the close­
ness of the two tenders show that there 
must have been collusion between the two 
parties, and in all probability there was 
an ;understanding between them ~ There 
seemed to have been a sort of confederacy 
between them. 

Mr. SLATTERY : Is there anything worse 
than the hon. gentleman has already read~ 

Mr. GARRETT did not know. He 
.thought that what he had read was bad 

[ lJfr. Garrett. 

enough, and would prove what he had said 
about Mr. Franklin. He ought never to 
have received a penny of public money 
from that time till now. But he would 
read an official statement showing what 
Mr. Franklin had received because of his 
connection with commissions since. On 
the lOth of May, 1887, Mr. H. Taylor, for 
Mr. McCourt., asked the Colonial Secre­
tary: 

(l.) The amount paid to Mr. A. F. Franklin 
from lst January, 1883, until the present date, 
by Government, specifying the nature o£ the 
services rendered? (2.) Is Mr. Franklin at pre­
sent receiving any fees from Government; if so, 
how much, and on account of what service? 

Si?' Iiem·y Pa1·kes answered,-As f:tr as can be 
ascertained, Mr. Franklin has received the fol­
lowing amounts :-October, 1883, to June, 1884, 
for attending the Calcutta Exhibition, £776 13s. 
9d. ; March, 1884, to July, 1886, in connection 
with the ·water Conservation Commission, £355. 
(2.) 8th April, 1885, to October, 1886, serving 
on laud board, £198 ISs. ; total, £1,320 14s. 

He thought that he had made out a good 
case against Mr. Franklin having any 
right to be employed by the Government 
from the day when he was dismissed from 
the service. He did not know him, except 
by sight, and he had never spoken to him 
in his life, although he was on the Metro­
politan Land Board, having been appointed 
to. that position by the late Mr. J. S. 
Farnell, a position where the parties in­
terested relied upon his integrity. He hn.cl 
only to say further, with regard to the 
item, that he fully concurred with the re­
marks of the hon. member for Camden, 
Mr. Kidd, and the hon. member for West 
Sydney, Mr. Abigail, as to the grossness 
of the charges made by the commission. 
He fully indorsed every word that they 
had said; and he hoped that what he 
had said in regard to Mr. Franklin would 
have the effect of preventing him from 
being further employed in the public ser­
vice, no matter what government was in 
power. 

Mr. SLATTERY said that one would 
imagine, from the speech just delivered 
by the hon. member for Camden, that he 
was doing a bit of stonewalling on behalf 
of the Government, because, he must con­
fess that, of all the lame speeches that he 
had ever heard the hon. member deliver­
and, God knew, he had delivered enough­
that was the lamest. 

Mr. GARRETT : The hon. member never 
delivered a lame speech ! 
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Mr. SLATTERY said that he had never 
delivered a speech like that delivered by 
the hon. member to-night. He hoped that 
he would never bring discredit on himself 
by making such a speech. What was the 
coml)laint made during the past few days 
in regard to the discussion on the claim of 
Mr. Davies~ It was said that it was 
.cowardly, unfair, and unjust to rake up 
that gentleman's previous character when 
considering the amount of payment that 
should be given to him for services ren­
dered. That was the contention of the 
Government, and he thought that it was 
also the contention of the bon. member. 

l\Ir. BRUCE SmTH : Do not assume that 
· this has been done for the Government l 

Mr. SLATTERY said that he would not. 
There was no decent man who would 
give approval to the conduct of the hon. 
member for Camden. The Government 
had not come to that yet, and he hoped 
that no government would ever put up an 
hon. member to destroy the character of 
a man who had uo one to defend him. 
1\ir. Franklin had been attacked in the 
most cowardly--

The CHAIRMA...'< : Order. 
1\ir. SLATTERY withdrew the ex­

pression, because it would be unparlia­
mentary for him to use it; but he said 
calmly and deliberately that the attack 
coming from the hon. member for Cam­
den--

Mr. BRUCE S)IITH : I think the hon. 
member was not here when the hon. mem­
ber for Camden commenced his speech. 
He prefaced his remarks by saying that 
he did not make this reference to 1\ir. 
Franklin to prove that he should not be 
paid at all ; but in order to give an idea 
of the value of his services. 

1\lr. SLATTERY knew the whole point. 
The bon. member for Camden had at­
tacked l\Ir. Franklin in a way in which 
no man of character or of honor would 
have thought of doing outside Parliament. 
Surely we ought not to have anything done 
in Parliament that would not be done 
outside. He merely knew Mr. Franklin 
incidentally, as he knew ten thousand 
other people in the city of Sydney. While 
the hon. member was complaining night 
after night of the attacks made on a pub" 
lie man, he came here and attacked a pri­
vate citizen selected as a member of a 

commission to. inquire into the working of 
the Casual Labour Board. Did not the 
letter from 1\ir. Franklin to the Commis­
sioner for Roads, which had been read by 
the hon. member for Camden, prove that 
Mr. Franklin was acting openly and 
honestly before his superior officer and 
-before the Government of the country 1 
If Mr. Franklin had not been an honest 
man, what would he have done 1 He 
would never have resigned; but he would 
have done what other men had been 
charged with doing, he would have made 
use of his position to get information, 
and sent in a tender under the name of a 
dummy. Mr. Franklin did not act in the 
way in which· a rogue would have acted; 
but he acted as an honest man would 
have acted. He wrote a letter to the 
Commissioner for Roads, stating his in­
tention of becoming a tenderer, and say­
ing that if his tender were accepted he 
would resign. It was in justification of 
this gentleman, whom he only· knew casu­
ally, that he rose to speak. The hon. mem­
ber for Camden had surely read the worst 
of the papers, and every bon. member 
who was unbiassed would side with 1\ir. 
Franklin. But what did the hon. member 
for Camden do 1 He went back to the year 
1878. He was not going to interfere 
with the hon. member for Camden, or he 
also might go back ancl speak about 
matters which had occurred, but in charity 
he would not do it. The only thing 
which could be brought forward was some­
thing that had happened eleven years ago. 
What was the hon. member for Camden 
doing during those eleven years~ He had 
neglected his public duty in not pointing 
out the danger of this gentleman being 
appointed to various commissions. He 
was a member of the Government, and 
why did he not leave a minute cautioning 
hi<> successor in office that this man was 
not to be trusted 1 The bon. member had 
been silent for eleven years, and now he 
sought to blast this gentleman's reputa­
tion. What were we coming to 1 Surely 
it was bad enough that we should attack 
eacb other when we were here to defend 
ourselves. But what was the public life 
of the country coming to, when an ex­
minister and a gentleman who had been 
in Parliament for nearly thirty years en­
deavoured to destroy the character of a 
private citizen~ Was 1\ir. Franklin to be 
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punished because he had given a report ac­
cording to his conscience, and were the 
other members of the commission also to 
be attacked because they had reported 
against Mr. Davies~ If this kind of thing 
were to be allowed, no man of honor and 
fine feeling would consent to serve on a 
royal commission. Why did not the hon. 
member object to Mr. Franklin's appoint­
ment in connection with the Calcutta ex­
hibition? Why did he, when Secretary 
for Lands, allow this gentleman to be a 
member of the Metropolitan Land Board, 
if he tl10ught he was unworthy of the 
position~ The hon. gentleman dared not 
recommend his removal. If he had done 
so, the head of the Government would not 
have consented to remove Mr. Franklin, 
nor would the Colonial Treasurer ot· the 
Secretary for Public ·works have con­
sented. vVhy did not the hon. member 
for Camden do this~ Was the suggestion 
to be made that there was a land agent 
practising before this gentleman when he 
was a member of the land board, and that 
he did not give decisions tha~ suited that 
land agent? There might be a suggestion 
of that kind made. It was time that the 
people spoke out when private character 
was attacked in that way. 

Mr. GARRARD : If there is any truth in 
what the bon. member has just said, he 
had better let us have it ! 

lVIr. SLATTERY : I merely make a 
suggestion. 

Mr. GARRARD: A suggestion! 
Mr. SLATTERY : It would not do for 

me to go into the facts. 
Mr. GARRARD: Yes, it would-facts 

are facts! 
Mr. SLATTERY said that men held 

their personal character dearer than life. 
He looked upon it as a most dreadful 
thing in our public life that private char­
acter should be over and over again as­
sailed. He had always endeavoured never 
-even in the moment of most intense 
excitement in the House-to be guilty of 
an act that would cause him the slightest 
pain after the House adjourned, or which 
would cause pain to any hon. member to 
whom pe was politically opposed. If there 
was more of this restraint in our public 
life, it would be better for the interests 
of the country. Then, again, Mr. Frank­
lin was a men:iber of the Water Conserva-

[ Mr. Slattery. 

tion Commission. Why did not the hon. 
member for Camden take exception tCi> 
that appointment 1 The hon. gentleman 
was silent until the report of the Casual 
Labour Board came up, and then he made 
the attack. He happened to be a mem­
ber of the Government when the Casual 
Labour Board Inquiry Commission was 
appointed. With regard to Mr. vValler, 
though he had seen him before, he had 
never known his name. Mr. Franklin he 
had known for a considerable time, but 
only casually as an ordinary citizen, and 
he had never been intimate with him. 
'With regard to Mr. Cape, he had known 
that gentlem.an as . one of the most 
honorable and able men in his profes.-. 
sion. Mr. Alfred Cape, as a lawyer, 
occupied a position in this country as 
high as that of any man in it. He 
was nominated to the position by the 
then Attorney-General, Mr. E. Barton. 
The training and practice of a solicitor 
served to develop the judicial faculty in a 
special degree. Solicitors who had to pre­
pare the evidence before the brief was 
given to the barrister were the very men 
to conduct ~;tn inquiry and elicit evi­
dence. A barrister did not take up a 
plain sheet of paper. His witnesses had 
first to be examined by a solicitor. It did 
not follow that a man had the judicial 
faculty because he was a powerful advo­
cate. A man might be a most powerful 
advocate and yet a very wretched lawyer. 
A powerful advocate might make a very 
bad judge; but, on the other hand, an in­
ferior advocate might be a most highly 
trained lawyer, who would be an orna­
ment to the judgment-seat. He was not 
in a position to offer any opinion as to 
the value of the services of Mr. Franklin; 
but with regard to Mr. Cape a remunera­
tion of 10 guineas a day was not a penny 
too much for the services he rendered. 
He was the head of a large firm in too 
city. He had a very large establishment, 
and he neglected his business for 117 days, 
and 10 guineas a day would ill repay him. 

Mr. KmD : There were only forty-six 
days! 

Mr. SLATTERY said he took the 
figures as he found them. During those 
117 days Mr. Cape might have lost four 
or five Supreme Court actions which, with­
out giving him· one-tenth of the trouble 
and anxiety, would have turned in more 
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money. :M:r. Cape was a man of such high 
. character and of such high standing in the 
community that you might as well offer 
him a shilling a day as offer him 5 guineas 
a day in payment of his claim. If Mr. 

. Cape had put a value of 10 guineas a day 
on his services the Committee might rest 
assured that he would not accept one 
shilling less. He was a gentleman of the 
highest character and of the highest stand­
ing in his profession, and as a citizen he 
had the confidence and respec~ of the best 
. men in the country. In regard to our 
public officers he had had a long experi­
ence in the public service and knew nearly 
all the leading members of the civil ser­
vice and nearly all the older officers of the 
service, and he did not think that the 
civil service of any country in the world 
was better officered than was the civil ser­
vice of this country. · The very letter that 
was sent in by Mr. Franklin was proof 
positive that he was not a rogue, but a 
thoroughly honest man. 

Mr. HUTCHISON (Glen Innes) said 
he had been very much pained by listen­
ing to a long rigmarole of nonsense. When 
the hon. member for Camden opened up 
this old case concerning Mr. Franklin, he 
knew that it would provoke a long reply 
from the bon. member for Boorowa. The 
Committee would be better occcupied in 
discussing the merits of the item before 
them. The charge made was an extra­
ordinary one, considering the service ren­
dered j but he was afraid that these gen­
tlemen might be able to compel payment 
of it, and it was a dangerous thing to have 
anything to do with members of the legal 
fraternity. He was not aware that there 
was any limit fixed by law to the charges 
that could be made by these gentlemen, 
and that being so, it was doubtful whether 
they could be reduced. If these gentlemen 
were remunerated at the rate of 3 guineas 
a sitting, and 4 guineas for the president, 
they would be amply paid. Some better 
mode should be adopted of settling dis­
putes. Instead of selecting certain gentle­
men, and allowing them to make any 
charge they liked, the Government should" 
enter into a contract which would fix the 
remuneration definitely. It would be better 
to pay members of the Assembly to do 
this kind of work, and to select an equal 
number of members from each side of the 
House. 
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Question-That the vote £4,644 5s. l.ld . 
be reduced by the sum of £1,401 15s.­
put. The Committee divided : 

Ayes, 35; noes, 15 j majority, 20. 
AYES . 

Abbott, Joseph McCourt, Vi'. 
Cass, G. E. McRae, M. · 
Clubb, G. Nicoll, B. B. 
Colis, T. Perry, J. 
Cooke, H. H. Plumb, J. 
Copland, D. Schey, ,V. F. 
Dale, D. Seaver, J. C. B. P. 
Dangar, 0. 0. See, J. 
Garrard, J. Stevenson, R . 
Gormly, J. Teece, W. 
Greene, G. H. Turner, E. W. 
Hawken, N. Waddell, '.r. 
Hawthorne, J. S. 'Vheeler, J. 
Hayes, J. Y\Tilshire, J. T. 
Haynes, J. w·oodward, F. 
Hutchison (Glen Innes) Telle1·s, 
Kidd, J. Cruickshank, G. A. 
Lee, C. A. Paul, 'V. H. 

NOES. 
Brunker, J. N. Parkes, Sir Henry 
Carruthers, J. H. Slattery, T. M. 
Dibbs, G. R Smith, Bruce 
Gm·van, J. P. Smith, S. 
Goodchap, C. A. Wright, F. A. 
r .. yne, '"· J. ']'ellen, 
McMillan, W. Mitchell, J. 
O'Connor, D. Y\7alker, T. 

Question so resolved in the affirmative. 
Mr. HAYNES: I should like to ask 

the Premier what course he proposes to 
take after the dh·ision which has just 
taken place ~ 

Sir HENRY PARKES : I have no 
hesitation in saying that r' regard the vote 
as very serious, and though it is not for 
me to foretell what may ensue from it, it 
is. very probable that one of the conse­
quences may be that the hen. member for 
Glen Innes, Mr. Hutchison, may be sent 
for. 

Reduced vote-£3,242 lOs. lld.­
agreed to. 

Loan Estimates. 
Public Wharves. 

Proposed vote, £200,000. 
Mr. McMILLAN: Ron. members are 

aware that in the Lands for Public Pur­
poses Acquisition Act power is given to 
resume land· under certain conditions j but 
it is necessary to have command of a vote 
for the purpose in order to be able to -re­
sume. It simply amounts to this : Is it 
the intention of that act that the Govern­
ment, in its discre~ion, under certain cir­
cumstances of public _importance and 
necessity, shall have power to resume land 
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under cover of a vote, without coming 
directly to the House; that is to say, tak­
ing the responsibility as a matter of urgent 
public necessity, and dealing with the 
transaction, which, of necessity, if it is to 
be done in the public interest, must often 
be done expeditiously, and to a certain 
extent secretly~ It seems to me that if 
a vote of this kind is not passed to be 
at the command of the Government, the 
Lands for Pti.blic Purposes Acquisition 
Act will be blotted out altogether. If, 
~henever a resumption takes place-no 
matter whether it may be necessary to 
make such resumption in the recess or 
when the House is engaged in business of 
great importance, such, for instance, as a 
land bill, which cannot be interrupted-if 
it is necessary that before the Executive 
takes upon itself the responsibility of re­
suming land under that act, it must take 
a vote in Parliament, and so spread 
its intention broadcast through the com­
munity, and allow land-grabbers and land 
speculators to run riot in connection with 
the property concerned-then it seems to 
me that practically the act may as well be 
wiped out for all ordinary purposes. We 
ask the House to allow £200,000 to be 
placed on the loan estimates for the re­
sumption under conditions for which the 
government of the day will be responsible 
of public wharves from time to time as 
circumstances may demand. Of coul'se 
no governmept would attempt to carry 
out the intentions of the act unless it 
was willing to take the responsibility for 
its action. I would also like to point out 
that in this matter of resumption the posi­
tion is not the same as in the case of the 
Government purchasing land from private 
individuals. The land is resumed. It is 
only paid for according to its real value by 
a process of arbitration, if necessary, and 
it is surrounded by e•'ery possible safe­
guard, and no suspicion can attach to the 
transaction. At the very outside, if the 
Government should be led to retrace its 
steps the land resumed is. always worth 
the money given under the safeguards of 
the Lands for Public Purposes Acquisition 
Act. It seems to me that unless the Go­
vernment is not to be trusted at all a vote 
like this is a fair and reasonable one in 
view of the act now in existence. 

Mr. DIBBS trusted the Committee 
would not give the Government a power 

[ lb, McMillan. 

of this kind to have a sum of £200,000 on 
hand, raised by loan, for the purpose of 
resuming or purchasing wharves wherever 
it might seem desirable. He was sur­
prised that the Colonial Treasurer should 
ask the Committee to assent to a proposal 
ofthis kind. The Government must have 
in their eye some particular wharf pro­
perty which they contemplated buying. 
We had been assured that Parliament 
would meet again after a short recess, and 
this matter might then come before the 
House with more definite information than 
the Colonial Treasurer had given on the pre­
sent occasion. What we were really asked 
to do was to give the government of the day 
£200,000 as a standby to do what they 
pleased with without the control of Par­
liament, and that was a power which 
ought not to be placed in the hands of any 
government. · 

Mr. McMILL.AJ.'< : It has been given ! 
Mr. DIBBS said that if the Govern­

wished to resume half a dozen wharves 
to-morrow morning, they could do so with­
out the public knowing anything about it. 
This they could do under the Lands for 
Public Purposes Acquisition Act. 

Mr. McMILLAN : The hon. member is 
wrong. According to · the wording of the 
act, we cannot do so unless there is a vote ! 

Mr. DIBBS said in that case the vote 
ought to be a nominal sum of about 
£5,000, which should be placed in the 
hands of the Government, in order to com­
ply with the law. What the Colonial 
Treasurer argued was this, that if there 
was not a sum of money available to pay 
for these wharves, it would become known 
to land sharks and land-jobbers that the 
Government intended to do something, 
and then the price would go up as against 
the Government. This objection would 
be met if a nominal sum were voted to 
allow the Government to make resump­
tions legally. Then all secrecy might be 
set aside. The Government would make 
their proclamation, and the resumption 
would follow, and the owners of the pro; 
perty would be entitled to a fair value 
under the provisions of the resumption 
act. Let the Government, in any pur­
chase of property they might make, go 
into the market, resume the property, and 
pay for it according to a valuation under 
the Lands for Public Purposes Acquisi­
tion Act. Then no suspicion could. attach 
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to any purchase that might be made. I£ 
we passed a vote of this kind, secret nego­
tiations for the purchase of property 
would· take place, and suspicion would pro­
bably arise. we should not leave such a 
large sum in the hands of any govern­
ment, and give them the power to make 
secret negotiations for purchases which 
might leave us open to suspicion and 
charges against our public men. 

Mr. BRUCE s~nTH: ·It does not apply to 
purchases, hut only to resumptions ! 

Mr. DIBBS said if that were the case 
the matter could be dealt with by leaving 
a nominal sum in the hands· of the Go­
vernment, and not such a large amount as 
£200,000. . 

Mr. McMILLAN : Does not the bon. 
member see that it would practically be a 
fraud upon the act to simply pretend, and 
take a nominal sum ~ 

Mr. DIBBS said he knew of half a dozen 
wharves at the .head of Darling Harbour, 
above the bridge, which were purchased 
by certain syndicates years ago, and they 
had simply been white elephants on the 
hands of those gentlemen. They bought 
with the idea that the Government would 
make larger resumptions of wharf pro­
perty than they had done. We had no 
idea whether the Government contem­
plated purchasing any of these properties 
secretly; but if there was a nominal sum 
in their hands so as to comply with the 
.act, they could resume any property of 
that kind, and they would have to pay a 
proper value according to the resumption 
act. But if a vote of this kind were 
passed wharves, such as those to which he 
had referred, held by large syndicates at 
~normous cost to themselves, might become 
the property of the Government to-morrow 
morning. For all we knew, negotiations 
might be pending at the present moment 
for the purchase of these properties. He 
was now speaking :as to the principle of 
the thing, and without making a charge of 
any shape against this or any other. go­
vernment. The power should not be placed 
in the hands of any government to dabble 
in large properties, except in a fair and 
open manner by. resumption. Then they 
could test the value as they did in the 
case of Goodlet & Smith's property in Dar­
ing Harbour, which they resumed for rail­

way purposes, and in the case also of the 
properties of l\'fr. Garrett and Mr. Lucas; 
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;'whicli they resumed, and ill reference to 
. which they exercised the right of taking 
·the owners of the properties into court 
when they tried to obtain exorbitant prices 
from the Government. . No government 
should be intrusted with the power now 
sought to be given. If the Government 

·contemplated making large purchases of 
wharf property, £200,000 would not be 
enough. It might be desirable before very 
long-and if he had the power he would 
do it-to resume the whole of the wharf 
.frontages in Sydney Harbour. vV e already 
held a large portion of this frontage pro­
perty, and the whole of it ought to be 
taken at the resumption value under the 
act, and placed under the control of a har­
bour trust. It would then be made pro­
fitable, and would return interest, and a 
large sum for improvements. If this was 
.contemplated by the Government we ought 
to be told. He would suggest. that a mea­
'sure ·should be introduced next session 
providing for the resumption of wharf pro­
·perties, and putting the whole matter into 
the hands of a harbour trust. For the 
present he thought it would be sufficient 
if a nominal sum were placed upon the 
estimates. 

Sir HENRY PARKES: In what way is a 
nominal sum to answer the purpose~ 

l\fr. DIBBS accepted the Colonial Trea­
surer's definition of the law, which was to 
.the effect that the Government could not 
resume unless there were in flxistence some 
vote to justify the resumption. He be­
lieved that to be the law. A nominal sum, 
therefore, would be sufficient for the pur­
pose, and would make the act a workable 
act. A vote of £200,000 would place a 
dangerous power in the hands of any go­
·vernment. 

Mr. McMILLAN: I have consulted 
with my colleagues, and I will state to the 
Committee the course which we think it 
will be best for us to adopt to-night. We 
find that we cannot very well prorogue 
·until Wednesday. We propose, therefore, 
to finish the Appropriation Bill in this 
House to-night, to allow the loan estimates 
to stand over, and adjourn until Monday. 
'There is no possibility as far as we can see 
of our getting through the work by Wed­
nesday unless we sit on Monday. It is a 
case either of going on to-night or of meet­
·ing on Monday. The Legislative Council 
has, I understand, adjourned until Tues, 

..... ., 
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day. What we suggest, therefore, is that 
this House should meet on Monday night, 
and pass the loan estimates, and all other 
matters, which it is necessary should go to 
the Council, so that they may be dealt with 
by that House on Tuesday. We may be 
able to prorogue on Tuesday for aught I 
know. At any rate, we do not see our 
way to get through the work unless we 
adjourn from to-night until Monday. If 
hon- mem bet·s approve of that, we can meet 
on Monday night at half-past 6, Monday 
being, I understand, a general holiday. 
The Appropriation Bill is, after all, only 
a matter of form; it is simply putting into 
a bill what has already been passed by the 
House, and, if we get that measure through, 
we shall be a little nearer paying the public 
servants. 

Mr. DIBBS : The Government propose 
not to proceed with the loan estimates 
now~ 

:M:r. llicMILLAN : That is so ; but 
with the understanding that the Appro­
priation Bill will be passed through all its 
stages to-night. 

Mr. SEE : But does the hon. member 
make that a condition of the Government 
not going on with these estimates 1 

Mr. McMILLAN: Yes. The Govern­
ment are anxious to get through their 
business now within a certain time. We 
are now sitting over a week beyond the 
time at which we intended to prorogue. 
The Legislati_ve Council will meet on Tues­
day, a'nd we want to have the remainder 
of our measures ready to be dealt with by 
that House on Tuesday night. It is pos­
sible that this House may be engaged 
upon private business while the Legislative. 
Council is considering the measures we 
propose to deal with to-night and on Mon­
day night. 

Mr. f:iEE : Why not agree to go on with 
these estimates on Monday night, irrespec­
tive of the Appropriation Bill passing to­
night1 

Mr. McMILLAN : If there were any­
thing in the Appropriation Bill of a debat­
able character, I would agree to the hon. 
member's suggestion ; but it is merely the 
wrapper, as it were, to cover what has 
been already passed, and there can surely 
be no objection to its being dealt with 
to-night. 

Sir HENRY PARKES : I would sug­
gest that the House should agree to the 

[Mr. Mc~llfillan. 

Appropriation Bill to-night, and not only 
so, but I would also suggest that they 
should authorise us, if the bill should pass 
through this House to-night, to pay the 
public servants to-morrow. I cannot 
imagine that there will be any discussion 
upon this bill, having regard to the lengthy 
discussions which have taken place upon 
various items in Committee of Supply. 
vV e will postpone the consideration of the 
loan estimates; but we urge, for reasons 
already given, that the Appropriation Bill 
should pass through this House to-night, 
in readiness to be sent to the Legislative 
Council. Although the bill cannot be sent 
to the Legislative Council until Tuesday, 
still, if the House were to express an 
opinion to that effect, we could remove one 
great cause of distress and disquietude 
by paying the servants of the Government 
in the morning on the strength of the 
bill being sanctioned by this Rouse, which 
is the House of authority in such a matter. 
I was about to say it must be admitted 
that it would not be well to hurry these 
loan estimates through the House. It 
seems only fair that time should be given 
for legitimate debate upon any of the 
items which seem to call for it. We shaH 
be quite prepared. to defer the discussion 
of those estimates until Monday night, 
and if necessary Tuesday night; but we 
urge that the Appropriation Bill should be 
passed to-night for the reason I have stated. 

Mr_ DIBBS said that with regard to 
the payment of the civil servants, he 
thought they should be paid at once. But 
it required no resolution from this House 
to enable the Government to take that 
step. No objection would be raised in 
any shape or form by any hon. gentleman 
on this side of the House to the Govern­
ment taking into its. own hands to-morrow 
the responsibility of paying the civil ser­
vants. No resolution was required. 

Sir HENRY PARKES : We do not want a 
resolution; but what objection is there to 
pa[!sing the Appropriation Bill through 
this House to-night 1 

Mr. DIBBS said the proposal to pay 
the civil servants was a fair and just one~ 
If the Government had. taken the respon­
sibility ·of doing so on. the first of the 
month, no hon. gentleman on this side of 
.the House would have objected. U nques­
tionably the civil servants. should be paid 
promptly. He did not, .however, like the 
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idea of postponing the debatable items in 
the.loan estimates under any pledge or 
promise with regard to the Appropriation 
Bill. He thought that that bill should, 
as it had always done, stand on its own 
merits. 

Sir HENRY PARKES: If the hon. 
gentleman means that he does not feel dis­
posed to give a pledge-no pledge is asked. 
vVhat we propose to do is to take the re­
sponsibility ourselves. 

l\1r. Dmns : For what~ 
Sir HENRY PARKES: We propose 

to defer the consideration of the loan esti­
mates until Monday, and if necessary 
Tuesday night, because we admit the 
reasonableness of the objection that this 
is not a proper time at which to consider 
such important proposals. But we pro­
pose at the same time to proceed with the 
Appropriation Bill; and we appeal to the 
House on the strength of what I have 
already said, to assist us in passing that 
bill to-night. 

Mr. Dmns : Why cannot the Govern­
ment take the Appropriation Bill at 7 
o'clock on Monday night~ 

Sir HENRY PARKES: That is un­
fair, and for this reason: why should we 
have the whole of our business pushed 
into a corner, when there may not be suf­
ficient time to consider it. Surely bon. 
gentlemen wish to bring this session to a 
close at some time 1 If objection is raised 
to the course I suggest, I must at once 
retire from the position we have taken up. 
It is a question of accepting the arrange­
ment I suggest, or of going on with these 
estimates now. 

Mr. GARVAN thought it was both 
unusual and unreasonable to ask the House 
to pass the Appropriation Bill in the 
manner proposed. 

Sir HENRY PARKES : Then, let us go on 
with the estimates ! · 

Mr. GARVAN could recollect no occa­
sion when, after such protracted debates 
upon the estimates, the Appropriation 
Bill had been allowed to pass in so hurried 
a· manner. The very stages through wl1ich 
i·t was necessary the Appropriation. Bill 
should pass showed that it could never 
have been intended that the bill should 
be passed in the way. in which the Premier 
proposed it should be passed to-night. 
The bill could not pass through the whole 
of its stages to-night unless hon. members 

were prepared to set aside the usual pro­
cedure. In all human probability, the 
Appropriation Bill, when we reached it, 
would pass through as simply as possible, 
and that was all the more reason why the 
measure should be allowed to stand over 
until Monday. For his own part, he 
might not have one word to say upon the 
question ; but if he had, it would be only 
in general review of several features which 
he desired to bring under the attention of 
the Committee. 

Sir HENRY PARKES: To save time, we 
will proceed with the loan estimates! 

Mr. GARRARD trusted the proposal 
of the Colonial Secretary would be agreed 
to. He thought it was both fair and 
reasonable. He would point out that the 
Government proposed to do an illegal, 
thing-to pay the public servants before 
the Appropriation Bill was passed by Par­
liament, and they desired to be fortified by 
the fact that the bill had been passed 
through this Chamber. 

Mr. GARVAN: That would be no addi­
tional authority for them to pay ! 

Mr. GARRARD was aware that the 
money upon the estimates was not avail­
able until the Appropriation Bill had 
passed through both houses of Parlia­
ment, and properly none of it should be 
paid away until the bill had passed 
through all its stages. But the Govern­
ment, in view of the fact that a large 
number of civil servants who were inter­
ested in Monday's holiday would not have 
any money unless this illegal step were 
taken, desired to take the course of paying 
the civil servants to-morrow. Naturally . 
enough, however, they desired to be for­
tified by the passing of the Appropriation 
Bill through this House. He thought the 
Government proposed a reasonable and 
just compromise, for he quite agreed with 
bon. members that after the lengthy sit­
ting upon which we were now engaged, 
hon. members ought not to be asked to 
discuss important items on the loan esti­
mates. 

Mr. GARVANpresumedthatupon the 
first item of the loan estimates being sub­
mitted to the Committee, the whole of the 
estimates would be open to discussion. It 
was usual for the hon. gentleman submit­
ting loan estimates to make a speech when 
the first item was proposed from the Chair, 
and for a general debate to follow. 

• 1 
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The CHAIRMAN : In order to enable hon. 
members to debate these estimates gener­
ally, it will be necessary for the total sum 
to be put from the Chair. 

Mr. GARVAN said that that was not 
the course pursued when the estimates-in­
chief were laid upon the table. On the 
first vote being proposed, the whole of-the 
estimates were discussed. 

The CHAIR)IAN : It is quite beyond the 
power of the Chair to alter the course of 
procedure. 

Mr. GARVAN: All that I ask is that 
we may do what is done in dealing with 
the estimates-in-chief. 

The CrrAIRJIIAN : In the case of the 
estimates-in-chief the financial statement 
is made upon the first vote, and that being 
so, the whole of the financial proposals of 
the Government are open to discussion. 

Mr. GARVAN: Exactly, and the same 
principle applies now ! 

The CHAIRMAN : There is this difference 
between the two cases : that in one case 
the estimates for the year for the whole 
colony are under consideration, whereas 
in the other case the Committee are con­
sidering items for particular works. I 
can, if bon. members desire, put from the 
Chair the total amount. That would en­
able a general discussion to take place 
upon these estimates, and the Commit~e 
might afterwards determine that the items 
should be put seriatim. 

Mr. GARV AN thought that the pri­
vileges of the Committee would be un­
wisely curtailed if these estimates were 
considered item by item, because bon. 
members might desire to discuss the prin­
ciple of the whole of the estimates, and it 
was extremely undesirable that they should 
be prevented from doing so. These esti­
mates involved principles which were 
ent-irely new, and the most intelligent 
way of dealing with them would be to 
take a general discussion similar to that 
which was taken upon the first vote of 
the estimates-in-chief. 

Mr. SLATTERY said that if he was 
not mistaken the hon. member for Cam­
den, Mr. Garrett, raised a point of order 
in connection with some supplementary 
estimates, when it was decided that hon. 
~embers might make a general speech 
upon the first item on the ground that the 
Committ_ee were dea.liug with entirely new 

[Mr. Garvan. 

estimates. The additional estimates, the 
supplementary estimates, and the loan 
estimates were all laid upon the table of 
the House at different times, and he be­
lieved it had been ruled more than once · 
previously that the rule which applied to 
the estimates-in-chief applied equally to 
each new set of estimates. It seemed to 
him to be the natural course to take a 
general discussion at this stage, because 
bon. members were for the first time 
brouglit face to face with a proposal to 
borrow some £7,000,000. 

Mr. McMILLAN : It seems to me that 
we ought to deal with this practical mat­
ter as practic:;tl men. That being so, we 
should deal with it in the shortest possible 
time. If there is any wonderful principle 
connected with any of these items it will 
be quite time enough for bon. members to 
discuss it when we reach the point. At 
this stage we do not want long philosophi­
cal speeches about principles. If a prin­
ciple is involved in any particular item, 
let it be thoroughly discussed when we 
reach that item. Then we shall know 
what we are doing. There has been a 
great deal of talk about these loan esti­
mates; but as far as I can see they are 
on exactly the same lines as other loan 
estimates which have been before Parlia­
ment, and I think I can prove that that is 
the case bv reference to various loan acts. 

Mr. SEE thought this was not at all a 
fitting time at which to discuss these loan 
estimates. 

Mr. 0. 0. DANGAH : Then why not ac­
cept the proposal of the Go.,-emment ~ 

Mr. SEE thought that the House was 
not in a fit humour to discuss the esti­
mates, and that very little progress would 
be made with them. He would suggest 
that the Chairman should leav~ the chair 
for half an hour, in the hope that in the 
interval both sides of the House might be 
able to arrive at some amicable arrange­
ment whereby business would be facili­
tated. He did not wish to take the busi­
ness out of the hands of the Government; 
but the House was thoroughly tired, and 
was quite incapable of dealing with the~e 
great questions as they ought to be dealt 
with . 

. Jl.ir. McMILLAN : There is evidently 
no intention on the part of any hon. 
gentleman who is in a position to speak 
for the othet· side to give us any assurance. 
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Mr. DIBBS said the suggestion which 
had fallen from the bon. member for 
Grafton in reality emanated from himself. 
Hon. members desired to have a chat 
among themselves as to what course should 
be taken, and they would then be in a 
position to reply to the suggestion of the 
Government. . 

Mr. SLATTERY said it was evident 
that in a matter of this kind, arising so 
suddenly, there must be some difference of 
opinion among bon. members on the Oppo­
sition benches. 

Sir HENRY PARKES : So there is here. 
Ministerial supporters are opposed to our 
postponing these loan estimates l 

Mr. SLATTERY said as far as he could 
see, the suggestion of the bon. memberfor 
Grafton was made with no object save 
that of facilitating the transaction of pub­
lic business. 

Mr. R. B. WILKINSON thought the 
Government would do well to accede to 
the suggestion of the bon. member for 
Grafton. In the natural order of things 
the Chairman would soon be retiring for 
a short period, and his retirement at the 
present moment might lead to some amic­
able arrangement. 

Sir HENRY PARKES: We doubt it very 
much. We are beginning to think that 
an amicable arrangement with the other 
side is impossible l 

The CHAIRMAN : With the consent of 
bon. members, I will leave the chair for 
half an hour. 

On the Committee reassembling, 
Mr. DIBBS said the members of the 

Opposition were of the opinion that it was 
just, fair, and reasonable that as the 
House had been sitting fo:r thirty-two 
hours the Q-overnment should agree to an 
adjournment. 

HoN. MEMBERS: No, no l 
Mr. DIBBS said that if the Govern­

ment would agree to an adjournment and 
to the House meeting on Monday at 7 
o'clock it might facilitate matters. The 
members of the Opposition thought it 
would be impossible to discuss the loan 
estimates at present, and they would ob­
ject to the House sitting on Monday night 
if they were forced to proceed with busi­
ness now. He was making a very fair 
proposal and he hoped the Government 
would c:msider it. The Premier spoke 

some time ago about the payment of the 
civil servants, and the Opposition thought 
that they ought to be paid without further 
delay. They could not be paid under any 
appropriation bill because no appropriation 
bill could pass both houses until next 
Tuesday ; but they should be paid by the 
consent of both sides of the House. He 
hoped that the Government would follow 
his suggestion. 

Sir HENRY PARKES : We might as 
well have paid them on the first of the 
month as pay them to-morrow under pre­
sent circumstances. We propose to pay 
the civil servants as soon as we have 
the formal authority of the House that 
deals with the·public finances; but we do 
not propose to pay them without more 
authority than we have at present. We 
do not want to be upbraided afterwards 
for unnecessarily keeping the civil ser­
vants four days without their pay, and 
none would be more ready to upbraid us 
than the gentlemen opposite, who would 
say, "You paid them on the 5th when 
you had no better authority than you had 
on the 1st day of the month." We want 
the Appropriation Bill passed through this 
House. We have at present no authority 
to pay either in law or in the expressed 
will of the House; but if the Appropria­
tion Bill is pa::;sed through this House 
then we shall have the authority of the 
only House that can deal with the matter, 
and if that fails unhappily the servants 
of the public must go without their pay 
until the Appropriation Bill becomes law. 
We will not incur the responsibility that 
we have hesitated to incur so far. Cir­
cumstances tell us that any support from 
the quarter from which it has been just 
offered would be repudiated if it suited the 
purpose of hon. members opposite. 

Mr. GARVAN rose to order. He thought 
that a most unwarrantable and disorderly 
expression had been used by the Premier. 

HoN. MEMBERS : Shame l 
Mr. GARVAN said that undoubtedly it 

was a shamt1, and members on the Opposi­
tion side qf the House would not put up 
with it. Language had been used by the 
head of. the Government which was offen­
sive, and at variance with the rules of 
Parliament. They who were now anxious 
to do their duty as solemnly as possible 
were not in a position to deal with the 
proposed expenditure of millions of money. 
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Sir HENRY PARKES: What is the 
point of order 1 I am in possession of the 
Chair. . 

Mr. GARVAN said he objected to the 
offensive language used by the Premier 
with regard to the Opposition. 

Sir HENRY PARKES: I withdraw 
any word that was offensive. I hardly know, 
with my limited command of English, what 
words to find to express certain things. 
Unfortunately for me, I cannot speak in 
any foreign language, and very imperfectly 
in my own. That is my misfortune. I 
fail to know where I can look for terms 
to express what I mean. However, I will 
come to the real question. 

Mr. GARYAN: I demand·that the lan­
guage be withdrawn. 

Sir HENRY PARKES: It is with­
drawn. 

Mr. GARYAN: If it is withdrawn I am 
quite satisfied. 

Sir HENRY PARKES: Unfortunately 
we are in a very unpleasant situation, and 
no one would be better pleased to get out 
of it than I should ; but I am quite pre­
pared to fight my way out of it. I do not 
care whether it takes a week, a fortnight, 
or a month. I am willing to make any 
concession that can be made with honor ; 
but I am unfit to hold my present position 
unless I can direct the business of the coun­
try with which the Government is charged. 
The business which has the highest obliga­
tion upon us now is to provide for the civil 
service; but whether it takes a ·week or a 
month, we will not pay a single shilling till 
we have the authority to do so. 

Mr. GARVAN: It is a pity the bon. gen­
tl.eman was not so solicitous for ·consti­
tutional procedure when he paid other 
moneys. [Opposition cheen]. 

Sir HENRY PARKES : I am not 
altogether unaccustomed to the howls of 
wolves. That was a most choice expres­
sion of parliamentary intelligence. What 
bas anything I may have done to do with 
what is proposed now 1 I am proposing 
to .do no unreasonable thing; but I appeal 
to the very best feelings of bon. members, 
if they desire to perform the duties which 
they pledged themselves. to the electors of 
the country to perform; to do their best for 
the good government of the 'country, and 
to assist us to bring this session, which 
up to a given point was so creditable to the 
country, and has since then been· so dis-

[ Sir Henry Parkes. 

creditable; to a close. We are willing to 
do anything in our power to bring it to a 
close ; but we will not be tied to the heels 
of bon. gentlemen opposite, who will do 
anything whatever not to meet us, and 
not to meet the exigencies of the country. 
We want nothing from gentlemen oppo­
posite. All we ask is.that they should sur­
render some little of their own will in the 
interests of the public. ·will any man in 
his senses say that the public interest 
has been served during the past week 1 
Not one man in a thousand will say that· 
any good has been done by the prolonged 
talk-for, with two or three exceptions, 
there has been nothing like debate-for 
which our days and nights have been con­
sumed through the week. vVe have 
fatigued each other, and rendered ourselves 
unfit for the transaction of business; but 
we are still alive, and I am as much alive 
as I have ever been. Whatever any man 
here can undergo, I can undergo. I can 
endure any amount of fatigue. I can tire 
out the strongest of you. If it is to be a 
tussle of physical endurance--

~Ir. GARVAN : That is evidently what 
the bon. member wants ! 

Sir HENRY PARKES: We do not 
desire it. The hon. member who so per­
sistently interrupts me is no authority in 
this House. Nothing that he has done has 
stamped upon him any mark of authority. 

Mr. GARVAN : He is ent.itled to his 
opinion! 

Sir HENRY PARKES: I admit that; 
but he is not more entitled to it than the 
humblest member of the House. 

Mr. GARY AN: That is all I claim! 
Sir HENRY PARKES : The bon. 

member seems to claim a little more. He 
will hardly allow me to proceed. I am a 
very insignificant member co!ppared to 
him. I have not had the advantage of his 
high accomplishments. I have not had 
his gifts of nature ; but I am entitled to 
be heard as well as he, and whilst I occupy 
the position that I do, I carry with it the 
weight .of that position. As we cannot 
have the assistance of the bon. member, 
all we ask is that he shall allow us to con­
duct our business in our own way, and le~ 
the Opposition business be conducted in 
its way. We try to act according to the 
example set us in other places, and if we 
cannot proceed on those lines we must de 
the best we can. \Ve have no offer to 
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make, and we cannot, I am sorry to say, 
accept the proposal of the gentlemen op­
posite. 

Mr. SLATTERY: I would ask the Premier 
if I understood him distinctly that if the 
sanction of the House is given to the Ap­
propriation Bill he will immediately pay 
the salaries of the civil servants ~ 

Sir HENRY PARKES : I do not even 
want to shut out any particular portion of 
the bill in reference to which hon. mem­
bers may wish to express their opinions ; 
but I say that the time is past for any 
prolonged debate, and it is not in the in­
terests of the public or of truth to have 
any prolonged debate. 

Mr. SLA'l'TERY : Does the hon. mem her 
say that if he gets the sanction of the 
House he will authorise the payment of 
the civil servants~ 

Sir HENRY PARKES: The position 
is this: If we were to pay the civil ser­
vants without the Appropriation Bill be­
coming law, we should pay them without 
the authority of the law ; but if this 
House, which, according to my view of 
the Constitution, has the sole control of 
the revenues of the country, by passing 
that measure will give us its authority, 
we will not wait for the passing of the bill 
by the other House, but we will pay the 
civil servants' salaries. , 

l'l1r. SLATTERY : Then, I would point 
out to hon. members that that sanction 
has been given by this House already by 
the passing of the estimates ! 

The CIIAIR31AN : The only persons who 
are entitled to :;peak at present are the 
leader of the Government and the leader 
of the Opposition. 

l\Ir. SLATTERY : We were gagged this 
afternoon, but I will not be gagged again. 
vVe will fight this out ! 

The CHAIR)1AN : It is usual to extend 
to the leader of the House and to the 
leader of the Opposition a privilege which 
cannot be accorded to every hon. member. 
The Premier made certain statements, and 
the leader of the Opposition can also make 
any explanat.ion if he desires to do so. 

Sir HENRY PARKES : I desire to 
supplement my statement by two or three 
words. The hon. member says that we have 
the sanction of the House already --

1\'Ir. SLATTERY: If the hon. member is 
going to reply to something I said I have 
not finished ! 

18 X 

The CHAIRMAN : Under tJ,e circum­
stances the Premier would do well not to 
reply to the remarks of the hon. member, 
otherwise the position which the Chair is 
seeking to maintain will be upset. 

Mr. DIBBS said that he had been 
anticipated by the hon. member for Boo­
rowa. 'l'he honor of the Opposition was 
at stake as much as that of the Govern­
ment. Shortly before hon. members retired 
for refreshments and for a consultation, 
the Premier asked the House whether he 
might pay the civil servants. 

Sir HENRY PARKES : I did not ! 
Mr. DIBBS said that he at once, speak­

ing for the Opposition, gave consent as a 
matter of course to the civil sen·ants being 
paid, and they would give the Go,'crnment 
whatever indemnity they required. Sup­
pose the House passed the Appropriation 
Bill to-night, it would not be worth the 
paper it was written on until it was passed 
by the Legislative Council. The Govern­
ment would be in no better position with 
the Appropriation Billl1>tl£ through than 
they would be with the promise of both 
sides of the House that the civil sen'ants 
should be paid. The Auditor-General could 
not issue his warrant for the payment of a 
penny, and hi,; Excellency the Governor 
could not do it. Where, then, were the Go­
vernment to get the money, except by tak­
ing it from tho Treasury against the law 1 
The estimates-in-chief and the additional 
and supplementary eEtimates having been 
passed, the Government had obtained as 
much of an expression of opinion from the 
House giving them the right to pay as they 
would have if the Appropriation Bill were 
passed. It was of no use, therefore, for the 
Premier to put the responsibility for the 
civil servants not being paid upon the 
shoulders of the Opposition. N othin" that 
the Premier could get from the Ho~~e to­
night would put the Government in a 
better position than .they were in already. 
They had the authority of the House which 
had voted the supplies for the year, and 
what more did the Premim· want~ The 
Government wished to throw the blamfl 
upon the Opposition for the non-payment 
of the civil servants. He admitted that 
there had been a fight to-clay, and that the 
Opposition had been beaten. 
. Mr. SLATTERY : No ; sold by their own 
party! 
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· Mr. DIBBS said that the Government 
must break the law to-morrow if the House 
passed the Appropriation Bill to-night, and 
they could do that without the passing of 
the Appropriation Bill. If any side of the 
House had a right to feel aggrieved the 
Opposition had. The Government having 
won the battle had a right to be generous 
to their opponents, who were as willing as 
they were that the civil servants should be 
paid. The Government should not attempt 
to force the Opposition down to the grind­
stone, or to draw them through the mire. 
The Government had used to-day a power 
which had never been used before to ob­
tain a money vote, and, having knocked 
the Opposition down, they desired to jump 
on them. The Premier wanted to say, "Yes, 
I will pay the civil servants, but the Oppo­
sition will not allow it." The Opposition 
were not to be intimidated by all the pre­
miers that ever lived, not even if Lord 
Salisbury sat opposite. If the Premier 
sat on the Opposition side of the House, 
and the Opposition were on the Treasury 
benches, and they had dared to push 
through the huge amount of Government 
business that had been pushed through 
during the last few hours, the hon. mem­
ber would have made such a disturbance 
as would almost have taken the roof off 
the building. No member of the House 
would have been louder in his declamation 
and invective against the perfidy of the Go­
vernment. Let hon. members reason on 
the matter quietly. The strength of the 
Opposition was as good as that of the Go­
vernment, and there was no necessity to 
exhaust it. The Opposition were willing 
to close this painful session as soon as they 
could. They would give the Government 
the Appropriation Bill when they could 
fairly discuss the loan estimates. 

Sir HENRY PARKES : The matter 
between us is so simple that it is not neces­
sary for me to make a speech occupying 
thirty minutes. The speech that we have lis­
tened to admits nothing but what we knew 
perfectly well before. We know that if 
we were to pay the civil servants we must 
break the law ; we did not need to be told 
that. If we can pay the civil servants to­
morrow, we might have paid them on the 
first day of the month. 

Mr. DmBS : So you might ! 
Sir HENRY PARKES : But we hap­

pened to think a little differently, and we 
[Mr. Dibbs. 

will neither pay them to-morrow nor on 
any other day whilst matters remain in 
their present stat.e. We do not want to 
interfere with the independence of the 
Opposition. We do not wish to offer the 
slightest offence to them. We do not wish 
to question their right to take any course 
they choose; but we say this : that if this 
House, which is the sole authority under 
the Constitution for the granting of sup­
plies, will grant them in a formal way by 
passing the Appropriation Bill, it will place 
us in a very different position. 

An RoN. MEoiBER: Nonsense! 
Sir HENRY PARKES : I think I ca,n 

show that it is not nonsense. The differ­
ence is simply this : that if the Appro­
priation Bill is passed, we shall have the 
authority of this House in its last stage­
in its complete stage, so far as this Assem­
bly is concerned, and this Assembly is the 
only authoritY. under the Constitution to 
dispose of public money. The bon. mem­
ber says, with no support from argument, 
that we have the estimates, and that they 
are as good as an appropriation bill. 

Mr. SLATTERY: For that purpose, clearly! 
Sir HENRY PARKES : I can show 

clearly that they are not. 
Mr. SLATTERY : You say so; but you 

do not show it! 
Sir HENRY PARKES : Whilst we 

have the estimates those estimates are 
subject to revision until they are finally 
stamped with the authority of this House. 
If the Appropriation Bill were passed, 
everything that the House is entitled to 
do would be done. If that is not showing 
what I contended for, I do not know 
what can be. When the Appropriation 
Bill is passed, this House will have exer­
cised its functions, will have done every­
thing that lies in its power to do, and all 
that will remain to be done will be to get 
the assent of the other Honse, which is a 
formal matter. .Any one can see the wide 
constitutional difference between the one 
position and the other. We are willing 
to accept the one condition ; we are not 
willing to accP.pt the other. If the esti­
mates are just as good an authority as the 
bill itself there can be no objection to pass 
the bill at once, no reason why it should 
not be passed in five minutes. There 
must be something behind all this, and 
that satisfies us that we should fail in 
obedience to our obligations if we accepted 
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the insidious offer that has been made. 
We make no complaint ; but we will not 
fall into this trap, because if the House 
were willing to give us authority to pay 
on the mere passing of the estimates, they 
would be equally willing to cover the 
estimates with the semblance of reality as 
far as this House is concerned by the 
authority of law. 

Mr. SLATTERY moved : 
That the Chairman do now leave the chair. 

He said that he had not offered ·any 
lengthened opposition to any action of 
the Government during the whole session. 
He had not been guilty of any disorderly 
scenes, and he had not encouraged dis­
order. He had not taken any part 
in the discussion which had taken place 
during the week. He protested in the 
name of everything that was decent 
against. hon. members being kept here for 
thirty or forty hours on a mere political 
subterfuge. He remembered when he 
was one of seven who· constituted the Op­
position when there were 101 members on 
the Government side of the House, amongst 
whom sat Sir John Robertson, one of the 
most courageous of parliamentarians, and 
at that time the Opposition were not 
treated in the way in which they were 
treated now. He protested against an 
opposition of the strength, character, and 
respectability of the present Opposition 
being treated in the way in which they 
were treated. 

Sir HENRY PARKES : We don't believe 
that the Opposition concur with you ! 

l\Ir. SLATTERY said that he would 
debate whatever he had to discuss without 
using any offensive language, no matter 
how long it might take him. Ron. mem­
bers who were supposed to enjoy freedom 
of speech had been gagged that day. They 
had been betrayed ; therefore it was not 
surprising that they should lose their 
tempers. I£ the majority thought they 
were going to put the Opposition down 
it would ha.ve to be when physical strength 
was exhausted. 

llfr. \\ToonwARD: Has any one at­
tempted to put the hon. member down~ 

Mr. SLATTERY said that no one had 
ever put him clown. He had never wil­
fully gone on a wrong course. The Govern­
ment the other night could not wait to 
deal with a clause in the Land Bill affect­
ing the free selectors. If they had passed 

that they would have had a monument 
raised to themselves in the hearts of the 
people. They could not keep Parlia­
ment until they had a conference on the 
amendments in the Land Bill, but they 
could keep the House sitting for days in 
order that they might pass a sum of 
£1,100 for Mr. John Davies. He asked the 
Premier if there would be any loss of dig­
nity if he allowed this question to be rea­
sonably debated on Monday afternoon ~ 

Sir HENRY PARKES : We offered to 
postpone all these things ! 

Mr. SLATTERY said that the House 
ought to adjourn, and meet again at 
7 o'clock on Monday evening. 

Sir HENRY PARKES : We do not ask 
hon. members to deal with loan estimates 
now, but we ask them to pass the Appro-
priation Bill ! · 

Mr. SLATTERY said that the redress 
of grievances preceded the grant of sup­
plies. He asked whether it was a proper 
thing, whether it was decent, whether it 
was patriotic, whether it was in the in­
terests of the p.ublic, that £7,000,000 of 
loan money should be passed without dis­
cussion~ He would ask the Premier if he 
had ever known of a case when an ad­
journment was refused when t.he House 
had been sitting thirty or forty hours~ 

Sir HENRY PARKES : Ron. ·members 
opposite s~t till Sunday morning ! 

Mr. SLATTERY said they would 
rather sit till Sunday morning again than 
allow all these estimates to be passed when 
thev could not be discussed. The House 
might meet on Mohday evening and pass 
the loan estimates and the Appropriation 
Bill. ·when the Premier was in opposi­
tion he had his party well in hand, and 
none of them were ever found voting for 
the gag. The Premier could at that time 
depend upon his Opposition; but no one 
could depend upon the present Opposition. 
They had been gagged by men sitting on 
their own side, and who attended the meet­
ings in the Opposition room. Those men 
ought to be denounced on every platform 
in the country, and he would not sit in 
the Opposition room with them again. 
He did not include in these remarks the 
hon. member for Camden, Mr. Kidd, who 
had taken a pronounced view from the 
first, and the hon. member for The :M:ac­
leay, Mr. 0. 0. Dangar. He found no 
fault with members who took a different 
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view, and told him that the~ could not 
a"ree with him. Great men m England 
h~d chan"ed their opinions, and he would 
not be s~rprised if the Premier changed 
his view and brought in a proposal, not 
exactly to adopt a protective policy, but 
to pass a t·etal~atory tariff. ,The hoi?. gen­
tleman had gtven a pretty oroad hmt on 
the subject when the stock-tax came under 
his notice. If we were driven to a fight, 
not a single shilling should be voted to­
niaht. The speech made by the leader of 
th~ Opposition was about as conc~liatory 
a speech as had ever been made m sug­
"estin" an adjournment, and what was now 
';:;.oin« ~n was only waste of time and waste 
~f st~ength. It was a horrible thing in our 
public life that any member of the party 
should sit in the Opposition room, and 
afterwards betray them. The minority 
that feared to face a majority should not 
be in Parliament. 

Mr. BRUCE S:I!ITH : The hon. member is 
fiO'htincr the majority of his own party ! 

"'Mr. "'SLATTERY said he was fighting 
with his leader. He sugge&ted in a friendly 
way that the Government should not use 
their strength, but should conse~t to an 
adjournment. Let us go home m peace, 
and return on Monday, and then we could 
pass the loan estimat~s ~nd.tho Appropria­
tion Bill without any u·ntat10n, annoyance, 
or ill-feeling. Suppose to-night, by some 
means or other, hon. members on the Op­
position benches could be gagged, it would 
do no good. They would have to meet the 
Government and their supporters next ses­
sion, within the next few weeks ; and he 
hoped that nothing would be clone now to 
create any ill-feeling. Though exhaust~d, 
we were now asked to pass au appropna­
tion bill, after a sitting of forty hours. 
He protested a"ainst this, and suggested 
that the Gove1~ment should show their 
strength and their magnanimity by letting 
us all go home. 
. :Mr. GARY AN said that if there were 
any tactics in Parliament to wh~ch he had 
dm·in« all his career been deCidedly an­
ta.gonfstic they were such as savoured of 
stonewalling. 
. Mr. BRUCE SmTH : I have heard the 
l10n. member express grettt regard fot· the 
decisions of the majority ! 

Mr. GARY AN : Exactly; and I am 
de<tling with tha,t feature now. . 
, Mr. BRUCE SmTH : Only now ! · 

[Mr. Slattery, 

Mr. GARY AN said it was not fair to 
say that. Ever since he had been in Par­
liament he had given anxious study to the 
matter now before the House. 

}ir. HAWKEN: Ron. members are very 
sorry that they have all been outwitted 
to-day! 

Mr. GARY AN said the interjection was 
uncalled for, and was not applicable to 
him. Why he was of opinion that it was 
desirable that the Chairman should be 
moved out of the chair was because of the 
importance of the proposals now before 
Parliament. The loan estimates before us 
now contained elements of absolute error, 
which it was most inadvisable that Parlia­
ment should sanction. In the worn-out 
state of the House now, it was impossible 
to do anything like ordinary justice to the 
subject. . 

Mr. BRUCE SliiiTH rose to order. "\Vas 
the hon. member in order in practically im­
puting to members of this House incapacity 
to leO'islate, for the hon. member was prac­
tically sayin" that the legislation honestly 
before the Chamber was incapable of being 
dealt with by hon. members in their pre­
sent condition~ Although he had missed 
one niO'ht's sleep, he was just as intelli­
gent as"' ever he was in the whole c?urse 
of his life. The hon. member practiCally 
said that the large majority of Ministerial 
supporters now in the Chamber were un­
fit to conduct the business before the Com­
mittee. In whatever condition the bon. 
member might be, he had no right to re­
flect on other hon. members. He was 
sure that pflople outside the walls of the 
Chamber would say that a reflection of 
that sort-sincere as it might be from the 
hon. member's point of view-did not 
justify the com·se which h~ and . the 
minority of his party were takmg to-mght 
in stopping the business of. the count:y 
and in delaying t.he prorogation of Parlia­
ment. But people outside the House 
would say that there were thirty or forty 
members of the Ministerial party in the 
House to-night ready and willing to work. 

Mr. CRUICKSHANK·: They are all asleep ! 
. Mr. BRUCE s~nTH : They have been 
put to sleep by the twaddle spoken by a 
member on the opposite siue of the House. 

Mr. GARY AN: I rise to order, and ask 
is the hon. member addressing the Chait· 
on the point of order~ 
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The ·CHA'IRMAN: The bon. member is 
certainly travelling away from the point 
of order. When the hon. member takes 
a point of order, he is bound to argue 
that alone. He is now going far away 
from it. . 

Mr. BRUCE SmTH said the point, of 
order he put bE>fore the Honse waH that 
the hon. member for Eden, Mr. G:uvan, 
in imputing to hon. members on the Minis­
terial side an incapacity to deal with this 
matter, was practically out of order in re· 
fleeting upon their legislative competence. 

l\1r: GARVAN expressed his surprise that 
such a point of order had beE>n submitted. 
It was perfectly competent for him to 
speak of the feelings he himself experi­
enced; and he contended that he was per­
fectly in order in attributing them to any 
hon. member of the House. It was per­
fectly consistent, and was within his right 
to suppose that hon. members, who had 
not had their proper and reasona.ble rest, 
were not a::; competent to deal with the 
matters brought before them as they 
would be i£ they had had their natural 
and proper rest. This was one of those 
points of order which might lead to a great 
deal of disorder; and he certainly was not 
going to lend his assistance to anything 
that would lead to the accomplishment of 
such an object. 

The CHAIR~IAN : The point of order 
taken with reference to the remarks of the 
hon. member for· Eden must be greatly go­
verned by the circumstances under which 
the remark was made. The hon. member 
would be absolutely in order in saying any­
thing as to his own incapacity to legislate 
for want of rest ; but in the strict sense of 
the word, he was not in order in imputing 
incapacity to other hon. members. At the 
same time, the expression is one which has 
been used as long as I can remember, and 
one that has been very common with hon. 
members, especially after protracted sit­
tings of the Chamber. The bon. member 
for The Glebe having called attention to 
it the rule of Parliament must be applied; 
and the hon. member for Eden will nnder·­
stand that in the strict sense the expres­
sion as applied to others is out of order. 

:M:r. GARY AN was only desirous of 
showing in as reasonable a manner as he 
could that in the best interestsoflegislation 
at the present time, and in the interests of 
fair play in dealing with new business-for 

it was unquestionably new business of ex. 
treme importance that was now being sub­
mitted-the Chairman should now leave 
the chair. Eveu the words of the leader of 
the Government showed that the Lusiness 
was of such a character that it was not 
proper to deal with it in the present state 
of the House. He would be prepared to 
discuss the Appropriation Bill, but he was 
arguing against the wisdom of pressing on 
the loan estimates now. 

Mr. BRUNKER : vYe do not want to go 
on with them ! · 

Mr. GARY AN said that if the Govern­
ment did not want to go on with them, 
the proper course was to move the Chair­
man out of the chair. 

Mr. S. SMITH : We do not want to go 
on with them either, as long as the bon. 
member will let us go on with the Appro­
pria1;ion Bill ! 

Mr. GARY AN said he could make no 
compact at all; but he would stop speak­
ing if the Government intended not to go 
on with the loan estimates. 

Mr. BRUCE SMITH: The hon. member 
may, perhaps, adopt the same tactics m 
reference to the Appropriation Bill ! 

Mr. GARY AN said that his object in 
stopping here to-nigli.t was to deb~te the 
loan estimates. He was anxious to deal 
with the matter in the very best spirit. 
He was only contending what the Govern­
ment seem to admit, that it was not desir­
able to go on with the loan estimates at 
this late hour of the night. 

Mr. s. SMITH: vYe have admitted that 
all along! 

Mr. BRUCE SMITH : I hope that the 
hon. member will not sit down under the 
impression that they are going to be with. 
drawn! 

Mr. GARY AN could not understand 
ministers at all. He was requested not to 
sit down under the impression that the 
estimates were going to be withdrawn j but 
when he contended that they ought to be 
withdrawn he·was told that that was the 
opinion of the Ministry. 

Mr. BRUNKER: We stated nearly two 
hours ago that the desire of the Govern­
ment was to go on with the Appropriation 
Bill so that the payment of the civil ser­
vants should be provided for, and that the 
loan estimates should he proceeded with on 
Monday. 
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Mr. GA:B.VAN: Why riot go on with 
the Appropriation Bill? 

Mr. BnuNKER : Because of obstruction ! 
Mr. GARV AN: If the Government 

did not wish to press on the estimates, and 
would prefer to go on with the Appropria­
tion Bill, he certainly would not delay the 
Committee for one moment. It was most 
unreasonable and unfair that he should be 
twitted with pursuing any such course of 
conduct. Any action he bad taken while 
the Government had been in office never 
warranted any imputation of that kind. 

Mr. BRUCE SMITH said that in the 
early part of the evening it was proposed 
that the Opposition sh9uld c:msent to the 
Appropriation Bill going through this even­
ing, and that the loan estimates should 
stand over, and in pursuance of that pro­
position he believed-in fact he knew­
that hal£ an hour's interval was allowed 
to discuss the matter. He believed that 
the Opposition did discuss the matter, and 
he thought he was within the mark in say­
ing that they determined to adopt the course 
suggested by the head of the Government. 

Mr. GARVAN: The bon. member has 
been misinformed, for I was present and 
can state that from my own knowledge! 

Mr. BRUCE S:iYIITH believed that the 
Government were perfectly willing to post­
pone the loan estimates and go on with the 
Appropriation Bill. 

Mr. CRUICKSHANK thought that at 
this late hour we should adjourn. 

Mr. BRUNKER : And deprive the civil 
servants of their money ! 

Mr. CRUICKSHANK said his side of 
the Honse were perfectly willing to grant 
the civil servants their money. When the 
late Government was in office, and the 
Opposition refused to allow them to pay 
the civil servants, they took the respon­
sibility upon themselves and paid the civil 
servants. He believed that the Appropria­
tion Bill was very likely to pass with very 
little discussion; but, at the same time, he 
was not prepared for new business to be 
brought on after 1 o'clock in the morning 
after this long sitting, and after we had 
been .sitting here, night after night, dis­
cussing the matter referring to Mr. John 
Davies, and the additional estimates gener­
ally. The Government could gain nothing 
by insisting upon going on with this busi­
ness to-night. He wanted to know what 
the Government were going to do 1 

[ jJf1-. Garvan. 

. Mr. Mcl\fiLLAN : After we pass the 
Appropriation Bill we are going to ad­
journ. The civil servants will then be paid, 
and there will be no necessity to meet on 
Monday night ; and it will be better to 
adjourn till Tuesday. 

Mr. OR UICKSHA.NK thought it 
would be better to adjourn now till Mon­
day, when we could take up the Appro­
priation Bill and go through with it with­
out much discussion. 

Mr. SLATTERY said that as far as he 
could gather bon. members on the Opposi­
tion side of the House did not wish to cause 
any irritation or annoyance ; but some irri­
t~tion had been felt by them because they 
thought they were not being fairly treated, 
not by the Government, but by some mem­
bers of their own party. Personally he had 
felt irritated, because he was associated with 
gentlemen whom he could not trust. When 
he spoke about hal£ an hour since he was 
certainly labouring under a strong feeling 
of the act of injustice committed by some 
bon. members sitting on his side of the 
House. However, on reconsideration, he 
was bound to say he did not think they 
had any right to punish the Government 
for that. He did not think he had any 
right to prolong the debate, and give an­
noyance to hon.gentlemen who had done no 
wrong. The wrong had been done by bon. 
gentlemen who had gone home; but he 
would meet them elsewhere. In regard to 
estimates, he always looked upon it as the 
correct principle that hon. members should, 
as a rule, and unless there was some well­
grounded reason why they should not, vote 
for the estimates of the Government. He 
fully agreed that increases of salary and 
matters of that kind were departmental 
matters, and that ministers should be sup­
ported in the course they took. 

Progress reported. 

Resolutions of Committee of Supply, 
Nos. 8 to 21 7, reported and agreed to. 

ARREST OF MR. CRICK. 
Mr. SPEAKER : I have to report to the 

House that a warrant which I issued on 
a resolution passed at this sitting of the 
House, has been put into execution, and 
that the bon. member for West Macquarie 
is now in the custody of the Serjeant-at­
Arms, awaiting the pleasure of the Hguse. 
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Mr. DIBBS: I believe I shall express 
the opinion of every man in this House 
when I refer to the deplorable proceedings 
which occurred this afternoon in regard to 
which the hon. mem berfor West Macquarie 
was the unfortunate transgressor. Not 
one word can be said on the bon. member's 
behalf. · The conduct of the hon. member 
in using the strong expression to which he 
gave utterance cannot, so far as the honor 
of this House is concerned, be extenuated. 
Every one in the House must deplore the 
unhappy circumstance which occurred this 
afternoon. Speaking on behalf of those 
who are on this side of the House, I ex­
tremely regret to say that we have not 
one word to say in· support of the bon. 
member's conduct. 

Mr. HAYNES : Why did not the hon. 
member stop him earlier 1 

1\ir.DIBBS: Unfortunately! have about 
as much command over some of my wild 
colts as the Premier has over his. We· 
must all deplore the occurrence. There 
are, unfortunately, organisations which 
brook little or no restraint, and there are 
minds which, under the heat and excite­
ment of events such as those which occurred 
this afternoon, are not easily balanced or 
restrained, and which under such excite­
ment give way to such an extent that the 
honor of this House has to suffer. So 
strong has been the feeling of the Oppo­
sition in regard to this matter that, when 
the question was put by you, Mr. Speaker, 
there was no voice raised in favour of the 
bon. member for West Macquarie. The 
motion went on the voices. The hon. 
member for West Macquarie has been a 
prisoner within the· walls of this House 
for some hours. This is not the place in 
which to keep a prisoner confined, and I 
therefore intend to move : 

That the hon. member for 'Vest Macquarie, 
Mr. Crick, be discharged from the custody of 
the Serjeant-at-Arms upon making due acknow­
l.edgment of his duty and upon making a humble 
apology to this House. 

I desire to sa,y one or two words with re­
gard to the closing session. Whatever our 
differences may have been, there have been 
in this session fewer acts of disorder than 
have occurred in any previous session for 
several years. Nothing but the long weary 
hours, and an excitable temperament like 
that of the hon. gentleman of whom I 
am speaking, could have: induced him. to 

commit so gross a breach of the privileges 
of the House. I am certain there is no 
member of the Government or of the 
B:ouse who will not make full allowance 
for the peculiar temperament and character 
of the hon. gentleman. I am perfectly 
certain that from the head of the Govern-, 
ment downwards, however much what has· 
taken place may be deplored, there is no 
desire on their part to press to a greater 
length the punishment which has been ac-· 
corded to the hon. member. Being a man 
.of a keenly sensitive mind, he has already 
suffered considerably, and he has expressed 
to me his contrition for what has taken 
place, and his desire to appear before the 
Ho~se to make a sui~able apology. 

S1r HENRY PARKES : Before this reso­
lution is submitted, r'would ask whether. 
it is expected that I should say anything 1 

Mr. DIBBS: I hope the hon. gentleman 
will see his way to do so. If the head of 
the Government will extend his clemency 
to the prisoner, I shall only be too glad to 
give way to allow him to speak. Do I 
understand that it is the wish of the leader 
of the Government to do so 1 

Sir HENRY PARKES : I do not exactly 
see my way, because the h<m. memoer has 
taken the initiative ! 

Mr. DIBBS : Only in the absence of the 
l;lon. member's colleague from the Chamber. 
I can do no more than I have done. 

Sir HENRY PARKES: I presume I 
am quite in order in expressing the views 
I entertain at this stage of the proceedings. 

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. member will 
not be strictly in order, because there is no 
question before the, liouse; but if the 
House desires to hear the bon. member­
and perhaps it will suit the convenience 
of bon. members to hear him-there can 
'!Je no objection on the part of the Chair. 

Sir HENRY PARKES : 1\'Ir. Speaker, 
I think hon. gentlemen on all sides must 
be aware that I am placed in a very deli­
cate position in expressing any opinion as 
to the course which ought to be taken, be­
cause it seems to me that if any fair con-· 
sicleration is given to all the circumstances, 
it will be seen that they are of a nature· 
unparalleled in any knowledge of which 
we have possession. The hon. member for 
West Macquarie is a young man-! tm­
derst.and so young that he is not more 
than 25 or 26 years of age. He has been in 
this House six months. He has certainly, 
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during those six months, been more con­
spicuous for interruptions, and for insolent 
observations than any man that ever sat 
in this House during his first six months. 
So far as I am concerned, if members are 
at all disposed to be just, they must have 
observed that I, being the oldest member 
of the House, have never lost an opportu­
nity of trying to express a friendly senti­
ment towards this gentleman. I have 
always thought 'it was my duty, and I hope 
I may say my privilege, to speak kindly 
to young members, and those who have 
observed my conduct in the House, if they 
are disposed to do me justice, must ack­
nowledge that I ha,·e seldom lost an op· 
portunity of doing it. And in the case of 
the hon. member for West Macquarie, I 
can say sincerely that I have never re­
sented any affront he has put upon me, 
and I have never lost an opportunity of 
trying to give expression to a friendly 
feeling towards him. Notwithstanding 
that, he has appeared to glory in insulting 
me. He appeared to make it a special 
glory to insult me, even on account of my 
old age. There may be minds in this As­
sembly that relish that sort of thing. 

HoN. JYIEi\IBERS: No, no! 
Sir HENRY PARKES : But that has 

been the fact. I mention it to show how 
peculiar my position is in regard to the hon. 
gentleman. For these reasons I have ab­
stained from performing my proper func­
tions in this House in all that related to 
him, and I have asked my bon. colleague, 
the Colonial Treasurer, to Lake my place 
in leading the House in everyt-hing that 
appertained to him. Having tried thus 
to explain the painfully delicate position 
I hold in relation to him, I now freely ex­
press the opinion I entertain of the course 
he has pursued. Assuming that he was 
my son-and my son sat in this House 
without discredit-if he were my son, and 
had done what the hon. member for West 
Macquarie has done, I should say that the 
House would fail in its duty if it inter­
fered at this time. The offence is so great, 
so utterly destructive of parliamentary 
government, that I think we should en­
tirely forget all that is due to us if we 
interfered at this time. 'Why, the bon. 
member for West l\iacquarie has done his 
utmost to blacken the whole character of 
Parliament. I heard him with my own 
e~rs, scarcely believing my senses, stand 

[Sir Henry Parkes, 

here and declare that we had looted the 
Treasury, that we ought to tear up the 
Audit Act, and plunder the Treasury, 
a.sking us in the most insolent terms, 
whether we were going to divide this 
£1,100 between us. I heard him, stand­
ing there, call persons sitting on this side 
of the House-many of them estimable 
gentlemen-public robbers. I saw him· 
rise to his feet and gesticulate in the most 
offensive manner before them, and charge 
them with robbing the public Treasury, 
and if an offence of any kind can exceed· 
that, my reasoning faculties do not give 
me the power of estimating that offence. 
Sir, the proper punishment for this con­
duct is expulsion. 

HoN. ME)IBERS : Hear, hear ! 
Sir HENRY PARKES: And no rea­

soning person in this community would 
complain if the motion made had been to 
expel him. If it were my son, and if he 
had committed this offence, I would not 
raise up my hand to prevent his expulsion, 
and, as I have said, my son sat in this 
House with credit. "\V ell, in that case, 
however mercifully we may be disposed, 
is this the time to interfere-unless you 
want to proclaim to the world that your 
forms of parliamentary law are a mockery 
and a scandal1 I say that you cannot with 
propriety interfere, because the course 9f 
action taken has been that this gentleman 
bas been committed by 1\ir. Speaker's war­
rant to the custody of the Serjeant-at­
Arms, and certainly there will be time 
enough to consider the extension of cle­
mency to him before this session is closed. 
I have nothing more to say. We cannot 
interfere. 

Mr. DIBBS : After the cold-blooded 
and unfeeling remarks of the Premier I 
shall move a motion for the release of the 
prisoner, and I shall do so for the pur­
pose of replying to the speech of the hon. 
member who has just down. I can 
scarcely find words to reply to that speech, 
but I will tell the hon. member that if 
that stern sense of justice which he pro­
poses to mete out to a young man like the 
hon. member for West 1\iacquarie, with­
out the age and experience of himself,-

Sir HENRY PARKES : ·what is to be said 
of an old man like me 1 Am I not en­
titled to consideration 1 Is not old age 
entitled to consideration ~ 

1\ir. SPEAKER : Order. 
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l\'Ir. DIBBS : Yes, old age is entitled to 
consideration and respect, and it would ill" 
become me to say it is not. I tell the bon. 
member, on the motion I am moving, that 
the mercy and consideration I have asked 
for has been shown in this Rouse to him. 

Sir HENRY PARKES: I scorn the im-
putation! . 

l\'Ir. SPEAKER : Order. The bon. mem­
ber will have an opportunity of replying 
to what is now being stated. 

Sir HENRY PARKES : Mercy ! Mercy 
from you! 

1\ir. DIBBS: I wish the bon. membet· 
would restrain himself. I say that mercy 
and consideration have been shown by this 
House to him on more occasions than one 
when language more coarse, language more 
brutal--

Sir HENRY PARKES : Never ! 
Mr. DIBBS: And when language more 

indiscreet was usfld by the bon. member 
to a gentleman his equal in social stand­
ing and a leader of this House. There 
was not then that hounding down, that 
thirsting after blood, that thirsting after 
punishment, and that want of mercy and 
consideration now shown by the hon. 
member, who has had mercy and kindness 
shown to him in no ordinary degree. I 
say that the speech which we have just 
heard delivered by the Premier-that 
thirsting for blood and punishment, is 
unworthy of his age, is unworthy of his 
position, and of the high office he holds as 
the leader of the House. The remarkable 
thing in connection with this matter is 
this: Your own memory, 1\fr. Speaker, 
will carry you back to a time, not three 
years ago, when a scene of greater turmoil 
than took place to-day, occurred within 
the walks of this Chamber; and in regard 
to which the chief offender against the 
dignity of Parliament, and against the pro­
priety of langu:1ge, was the present Premier, 
who described hi;; opponent, the leader of 
this House, in language the like of which 
I have never yet heard used here-not 
even by the unfortunate hon. member for 

·West Macquarie-language which would 
make any one blush to think that old age 
should be permitted to make use of it. 
But what did the House do on that occa­
sion 1 Was there any attempt to confine 
the hon. gentleman for the irritability of 
temper he displayed, and which arose 
under precisely similar circumstances to 

those under which the disturbance of to­
day took place 1 There had been on that 
occasion an all-night sitting, and there 
had been the excitement of the immedi­
ately preceding debate. There probably 
had been other excitements, freely used, 
which tended to disturb the mind of the 
bon. gentleman I am speaking of ; and 
that hon. gentleman was the head of the 
present Government; and I repeat again 
that he used language which would ill be­
come the most vile in our public streets. 
. Sir HENRY PARKES : What language 
did he use 1 
. Mr. DIBBS: I will not soil my lips by 
repeating it. 

Sir HENRY PARKES: Because the hon. 
gentleman cannot! 

Mr. DIBBS : I£ the bon. gentleman 
has forgotten the language, it is to be re­
gretted that he has a failing memory; but 
there are men in this Chamber who heard 
the language. 

Sir HENRY PARKES: Never! 
Mr. DIBBS: There are men here who 

heard the language, and it was language 
which would bring the blush of shame 
much more readily than anything which 
we have beard during this debate. 

Mr. HAWKE:s-: vVhy is the bon. member 
always dragging up dead men's bones~ 

Mr. SPEAKER : Order. · 
Mr. DIBBS : I£ this is the order which 

comes from the Government side of the 
House, I may be tempted to use language 
which will not be parliamentary. I tell 
the bon. member that when I appealed to 
the House on behalf of the hon. member 
for vVest Macquarie, I expected to receive 
from the leader of the House an expres­
sion of willingness to extend mercy and 
grace to tt youth, especially as thn bon. the 
Premier has required even greater mercy to 
be extended to him. Mr. Speaker, sincP. you 
have been in that chair I have heard, 
when heated discussions have taken place, 
rougher language, and have witnessed 
more violent scenes, than anything whic4 
has occurred to-night. 

Mr. BRUNKER: I have never heard such 
language in this Rouse before ! 

Mr, DIBBS : I have heard worse from 
the hon. member's leader. 

RoN ME~IBERS : No ! 
Mr. DIBBS : I hear members exclaim­

" no," who were not e'ven in political life 
when this thing took place. 

., 
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. 1\'Ir. BRUNKER : I never heard worse 
language used anywhere ! 

1\'Ir .. DIBBS: This occurred three years 
ago, in this House. 

1\'Ir. BRUNKER : I am not talking simply 
about this House ; I am saying I never 
heard worse language used anywhere ! 

Mr. DIBBS: I am glad the bon. mem­
ber has always been in such a position. 
I know ·the bon. member has always 
moved outside the lower circles of society, 
and has not had·the opportunity of hear-· 
ing the language which came from the lips 
of his chief. 

Sir HENRY PARKES : I defy the bon·. 
meml)er to bring forward the language. 
He cannot do it ! · 

Mr. DIBBS: I can bring it forward, 
and I say it was used against a gentleman 
more than the bon. member's equal. I 
heard the language used. 

Sir HENRY PARKES : What language 1 
Mr. DlBBS : Language which would 

not be used by the lowest strumpet on 
the streets of Sydney. 

Sir HENRY PARKES : It is untrue ! 
Mr. DIBBS : Language the like of 

which you would not hear in the back 
slums of London. 

Mr. GARRARD: It is not true! 
Mr. DIBBS : Is the bon. member in 

order in interrupting my statement in 
that way~ 

Mr. SPEAKER : If the bon. member for 
Balmain makes any statement reflecting 
on another hon. member's truthfulness, 
he is . of course disorderly. I imagine, 
however, that there was no imputation on 
the hon. member's truthfulness. I will 
call on the hon. member who used the ex­
pression to explain. 

Mr. GARRARD : What I sa:y is that 
what the bon. member is now stating is 
not in accordance with facts. 

Mr. DIBBS: The bon. mamber has 
allowed himself great parliamentary scope, 
and I have no objection, if he likes to 
make the statement, that he should do so. 
I think there are gentlemen on this side 
of the House whose personal character is 
equal to that of the hon; member, who 
will affirm what I say. I say that no such 
language was ever used in any parliament 
in the world. 

An HoN. MEMBER: vVhat have we td 
do with that to-night 1 

[Mr. Dibbs. 

Mr. DIBBS : We have this to do with 
it. We have heard a cold-blooded, piti­
less speech from an hon. member to 
whom .mercy has been extended in days 
gone by, and who ought to have added to 

· his dignity by condemning, as he could, 
in powerful language, what has taken 
place to-day. . 

Mr. McMILLAN : The Premier desired 
nothing but fair play, and the hon. mem­
ber has no right to use this irritating 
language! .. 

Sir HENRY PARKES : He has consumed 
his life in doing that-particular:ly during 
the last two weeks, in insulting myself 
a;nd other members! 

.Mr. DIBBS : I repeat again that it 
would have added to the dignity, grace, 
and position of the Premier to have par­
doned the sins of this young man, especi­
ally in view of the lively recollection of 
the pardon and of the forgiveness of the 
House in regard to-the grosser conduct of 
the bon. gentleman himself.· 

Sir HENRY PARKES : I nevet; stood in 
need of parcion ! 

Mr. DIBBS : But the bon. member has 
stood in need of mercy and forgiveness, 
and has had it extended to him. 

Sir HENRY PARKES : Never ! 
1\'Ir. DIBBS : Well, all I ask now is 

.this : You have the man in custody ; 
keep him there ; gloat over his misfor­
tune; enjoy the misery which a misguided 
youth has brought upon himself; torture 
him by .keeping him in custody. 

Sir HENRY PARKES : Does the bon. 
member mean to insult me ~ 

Mr. DIBBS: Am I to be interrupted 
in the discharge of my duty~ 

.Sir HENRY PARKES: The bon. gentle­
man has no right to insult me ! 

1\'Ir: DIBBS : I am not doing it by way 
of insult. 

1\ir. GARRARD : It is deliberately an 
insult! 

Mr. PAUL: And most persistently, in 
my opinion! 

Mr. DIBBS: I am afraid the hon. 
member's opinion does not go for much. · 
The bon. member who makes use of that 
statement is not aware of the language 
his chief has used without half the provo­
cation. 

Mr. HAwKEN: The Premier never used 
it. What has this to do with the ques'-
tion 1 · 
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Mr. DIBBS : It has this to do 'vith the 
question : that I am appealing on behalf 
of a young man for consideration to be 
shown him by those who have been shown 
consideration in the past. I am asking 
that a generous position should be taken · 
up in regard to the hon. member under 
restraint. I will test the House, and I 
will see how far the House will go with 
the Premier in those cold-blooded expres­
sions which he has used. 

Sir HENRY PARKES: It is a shame to 
say that of me! 

Mr. DIBBS : I shall move the resolu­
tion, and leave the House to take any 
course it thinks proper. I move it for 
the purpose of testing what is the honor: 
and generosity of the House ; of testing 
whether the House will or will not ap­
prove of the sentiments uttered by the 
Premier to-night. I will leave it .to the 
House to decide. I am afraid my hon. 
friend, the member for West Macquarie,has 
a poor chance of having very much mercy 
shown to him, though he may have very 
much justice. I think if we could have 
some modified form of punishment applied 
to hon. members who will not allow one 
to speak without interruption, it would be 
as well. I deplore the circumstances 
which have occurred to-day. I condemn 
the offender in measured terms, and I 
would not, under ordinary circumstances, 
have dared to raise my voice to remove 
him from the punishment he deserves. It 
is my duty to make that admission. I do 
not raise my voice in any way to prevent 
him from receiving the punishment his 
conduct deserves ; but I contend, in con­
sideration of his youth, and the peculiar 
circumstances of the case-circumstances 
of no ordinary character, and circum­
stances which will be remembered in the 
history of this colony for many a long day 
-that the House has a right to take a 
generous and merciful view of the case. I 
leave hon. members to say whether they 
are willing to extend mercy and considera" 
tion. Perhaps like mercy and considera­
tion may be asked on some future occasion 
for one or ·other of themselves. 

Question proposed. 
Mr. SEAVER: I certainly may, in all 

fairness, be considered by this House as 
one who has always taken a ml).nly course 
in thisAssembly, and who has endeavoured 
to see injustice clone to no. man. But in. 

listening to the words of the leader of the 
Opposition, applied to the leader of the 
House, I can clearly see that that language 
must be applied to me and others who will 
assist the Premier in opposing the motion 
which has been proposed. This Assembly 
is not fit for any gentleman who has any 
sense of manliness in him to sit in, if he 
is to be subjected at every moment to the 
insults which are cast, without hesitation, 
upon any member who attempts to cross 
the purposes of the hon. member now in 
custody. 

Sir HENRy; PARKES : Hear, hear ! 
Mr. SEAVER : The leader of the Op­

position has referred to something said or 
done by the hon. member for West Mac­
quarie in a moment of excitement. I would 
like to ask whether that hon. gentleman 
has not over and over again insulted mem­
bers of the House~ I certainly am not 
one of those who have come under his in­
sulting remarks ; but I do not know the 
moment when I may be subjected to an 
insult from him, an insult which, if it 
occurred outside the Assembly, I would 
at once resent by personal punishment. I 
feel certain that I could not stand what I 
ha~e seen other members stand from that 
hon. gentleman. My temper would be too 
much for it. The hon. gentleman is a dis­
grace to the Assembly, and if my vote 
would expel him from Parliament I would 
give it against him. 

An HoN. l\h~IBER : And many others, 
too! 

Mr. DIBBS : I wish the hon. member 
had his brains ! 

Sir HENRY PARKES : That shows the 
spirit in which this matter is dealt with. 
He has got his courage, at all events ! 

Mr. SEAVER: A man might have 
brains ; and I, for one, do not wish to in­
sinuate for a moment that the hon. mem­
ber has not brains and ability; but have 
not men with the best of brains and ability 
made the worst use of them ~ 

Mr. DIBBS : As instanced to-night on 
the right-hand side of the House ! 
. Mr. SEAVER : I am surprised to see 
hon. members taking the part of the hon. 
member for West Macquarie. 

Mr. DIBBS : They have not taken his 
part. I condemn his conduct! 

Mr. SEAVER : I should like to ask 
whether the instance in regard to which 
the hon. member for West Macquarie has 
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been placed in custody is the only instance 
in which the House has been insulted~ 

Mr. DIBBS : The House is not trying 
him for that, or condemning him, I hope ! 

Mr. SLATTERY : I ·hope that the 
House understands sufficiently what is the 
usual practice in judging of the conduct 
of any one who has offended. It is not 
to be supposed that the House is to punish 
for more than one offence. The worst 
criminal in the country may have been 
convicted of the highest crimes a hundred 
times over, but that fact is unknown to the 
jury when he is put upon his trial j and 
if that is the law in regard to the trial 
of a criminal, surely, in regard to one of 
our fellow-members, we should not be less 
generous. I wish to' say at once that I 
entirely disapprove of the conduct of the 
hon. member for West nfacquarie. No 
bon. member could possibly find a particle 
of justification for his conduct. Let us, 
however, be just in considering his case, 
and let us look at the whole of the sur­
rounding circumstances. What were those 
circumstances~ The hon. member for 
West Macquarie was in possession of the 
Chair, and he was going to deliver a 
speech. He was about to deliver an attack 
on the head of the Government. I did all 
in my power-which I regret to say was 
very little-and I know the leader of the 
Opposition also did all in his power, to 
prevent him from making this attack at 
what we considered to be an improper 
time. 

Mr. DmBs : He had consented to with­
hold it ! 

Mr. SLATTERY: The leader of the 
Opposition, of course, had more control 
over him than I had. The bon. member 
for \Vest Macquarie was in possession of 
the Chair at the time, and was entitled, 
therefore, to debate the amendment. 
vVhat took place~ I went across to him, 
and mv hon. friend also went across to 
him, a1;d we suggested that he should sit 
down, that the amendment should be put 
on the voices, and that he would be heard 
when tho right motion was brought on. 
Did that not take place 1 But then the 
hon. member was tricked-! do not 
say wilfully-in this way. When the 
original question was put, the hon. member 
for West Macquarie rose in his place and 
addressed the Chairman. The hon. mem­
ber for lVIudgee (Mr. Haynes) rose at the 

[Mr. $eaver. 

same time, and moved tl1at the question 
be now put. That is known as the gag. 
It is necessary that forty members should 
vote in fa.vour of that motion before it can 
be put into effect, and there were forty-three 

· members who voted for it, including three 
members whom we had reason to believe 
would vote on our side. Those three mem­
bers were the hon. member for Bourke (Mr. 
\Vaddell), the hon. memberfor Sturt (Mr. 
W. Brown), and the hon. member for vVil­
cannia (Mr. Dickens). Those three bon. 
members stated that they were opposed to 
the payment of the item on the estimates 
to Mr. Davies, and yet they actually went 
over to gag their own party. Human 
nature is weak, and in a moment of excite­
ment it is liable to commit error. · The 
best, and the most experienced, and the 
calmest are liable to error j but here was 
a young man, new to public life, full of 
fight, full of power, and seeing himself 
tricked out of a speech by these three 
members, he used language which I very 
much regret he did use. 

Mr. BRUCE SMITH: Not to them though j 
but to the Premier ! 

Mr. SLATTERY: Other language may 
have been used j but the only language I 
heard was addressed to the hon. member 
for Mudgee .. That language was such as 
should not have been used towards any 
member of this House. 

Mr. DIBBS : Hear, hear! 
Mr. SLATTERY: I left the Chamber, 

and I do not know whether any other 
language was used ; but I heard language 
from behind the Chair which I have never 
heard the bon. member for West 1\fac­
quarie use before. I am bound to .say 
that I have taken a warm interest in the 
hon. member's career. It is only within 
the last few years that the hon. member, 
as a young man, came from the back 
blocks outside Dubbo, where he was 
tending sheep upon the selection held by 
his father. This young gentleman came 
to·town to attend a conference. This was 
six or seven years ago, and at time I do 
not think he was 20 years of age. And 
yet he came down as the representative of 
the free selectors of Dubbo, and he showed 
so much ability that my hon. friend and 
partner, who is now a member of the 
Upper House, thought that if anything 
could be done for so able a young man, it 
should be. done. l\'Iy partner suggested to 
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me that it would be advisable for us to do 
something for him, and we did it. I deeply 
regret that the bon. member for West 
Macquarie, in his public career, has not 
tried to imitate Mr. Heydon and myself; 
but I will say this in justification, that he 
was with us about four years, and during 
the whole of that time we never once had 
to correct him or call him to order for any 
misconduct. The hon. member, however, 
appears on the floor of the House in quite 
a different capacity to that in which he 
appears elsewhere. He is a man of re­
markable ability. In my judgment he is 
one of the ablest young men in this 
country. He is full of ability and full of 
courage, and he only wants what I should 
like him to have, and which I hope he will 
get, and that is a little more veneration. 

Sir HENRY PARKES : A little more ~ 
Mr. SLATTERY : I say that he ought 

to have more veneration and respect for 
those with whom he comes in contact in 
discussions on public affairs. I will ask 
the head of the Government why not ac­
cept the suggestion which has been made 
for his release~ What will you do with 
him~ Keep him here until Tuesday, and 
you make him a martyr and a h~ro. Take 
his right of speech away, let it be known 
that he was dragged out of the House, and 
he will go before the public and say he was 
fighting for the people's money, and that 
he was tricked out of his right of speech. 

Sir HENRY PARKES : According to the 
hon. member, he was tricked out of utter­
ing a libel ! 

::\h. SLATTERY: I am pleased that 
it was so. I think it is a terrible thing, 
in connection with our public life, that we 
cannot meet and debate like gentlemen. 
I could understand a logical position being 
taken up by hon. members in moving that 
the bon. member for West Macquarie 
be expelled.. That would be logical, and 
that would be a punishment; but the 
punishment now proposed will be no 
punishment at all. I could understand 
punishment of the kind proposed being 
inflicted upon the Secretary for Public 
Works. 

Sir HENRY PARKES : Or on me ! 
Mr. SLATTERY: Yes, or on the hon. 

gentleman at the head of the Government. 
Sir HENRY PARKES : It would be more 

appropriate then, would it not~· It would 
gi,·e the bon. member intense pleasure! 

Mr. 8LATTERY: The hon. gP.ntleman 
at the head of the Government knows that 
I have always been able to hold my own 
with him in every way in official life and 
in public life. When the bon. member 
suggests that I wish any wrong to him, I 
would ask him if I have ever said a word 
which can be considered as offensive to 
him during the last nine years 1 

Sir HENRY PARKES: The bon. member 
has never lost the opportunity of wronging 
me if he could ! 

Mr. SLATTERY : I never did any 
wrong to the hon. member in any way 
whatever. Let the hon. member not ask 
me to say anything about. the case. 

Sir HENRY PARKES : Let the hon. mem­
ber say what he has to say! 

Mr. SLATTERY: I do not want to 
say it. Any wrong I have done the hon. 
member has not been as a public man. 
The hon. member may imagine I have 
done him wrong; but what I have done 
was in the performance of my professional 
duty, and no more. I challenge any man 
in this country to say I have ever S<tid a 
word which was wrong against the hon. 
member. 

Sir HENRY PARKES : I know the hon. 
member has! 

Mr. SLATTERY: I never have. 
Sir H.I<~NRY PARKES : I know he has ! 
l\fr. SLATTERY: The hon. member 

may know what he likes; but my word is 
as good as his to any man in this country. 
My hon. friend, the Postmaster-General, 
was associated with me in opposition for 
years. He walked home with me, night 
after night, and I could call him and put 
him in the witness-box to prove that, when­
ever I have opposed the hon. member, I 
have opposed him as a public man, and 
have not slandered him behind his back. 

Sir HENRY PARKES: I do not believe 
it! 

Mr. SLATTERY: What does the bon, 
member say~ My word against the bon. 
member's ! vVho would take his word 
against mine~ This matter is being turned 
into a farce. ·It is a complete farce to 
issue a warrant against the hon. member 
for 'West. Jlilacquarie and to keep him in 
custody until the prorogation of Parlia­
ment takes place. The prorogation must 
take place in a few days, and he is a mem­
ber of Parliament still. Impose punish-

.. 
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ment upon him, ·if you like. Have the 
courage to do it. Be courageous for once, 
and move his expulsion. 

Mr. BRUCE SMITII : I rise to a point of 
order. It appears to me that all through 
this debate the hon. member is in a quiet 
way imputing a motive to those who may 
happen to differ with him as to the course 
which should be taken upon this motion. 
It appears to me that this is a motion upon 
which there should be allowed great free­
dom of thought and expression. One set 
of members who have been intimately asso­
ciated with the hon. member for West 
Macquarie may think that he should be 
treated more leniently than hon. members 
who have been opposed to him. 

Mr. SLATTERY: What is the point of 
order~ 

Mr. BRUCE SMITH : The point oi' order 
is that the hon. member is attributing 
motives to those who appear to be differing 
from him on this side of the House. The 
hon. member said, "Do not be cowards for 
once." 

Mr. SLATTERY : I said, " Be courageous 
for once"! 

:M:r. BRUCE SMITII: The bon. member 
has no right whatever to find fault with 
the view we are likely to take upon this 
question. The hon. member can express 
his own opinions; but surely he will give 
us liberty to hold our opinions. To 
attribute to us want of courage is --

1\ir. SPEAKER : I do not think the bon. 
member has exceeded the liberty of de­
bate. I do not understand him to attribute 
motives, but simply to ask hon. members 
opposite to take a certain course. 

Mr. SLATTERY: If the head of the 
Government thinks I have clone an in­
justice to him, it is unknown to me. If 
any one has slandered me to him, he knows 
that neither I nor any one belonging to 
me wants anything from him or any other 
member of the Administration. I am not 
cringing to the hon. gentleman. I am 
only speaking in justification of my posi­
tion. 

Sir HENRY PARKES: I simply want to 
know nothing about the hon. member ! 

Mr. SLATTERY: The hon. member 
said that someone had communicated to 
him that I had done some wrong to him. 

Sir HENRY PARKES : Oh, dozens of 
people! , 

[ ll:fr. Slatteiry. 

· Mr. SLATTERY: I say again and 
again that, never behind the hon. mem­
ber's back, but on the hustings during my 
election, I have argued against him only 
as a public man, and in no other way. T 
have never done anything against him ex­
cepting as a public man ; and surely he is 
public property, and I am entitled to deal 
with him. If any one has told him that 
I have said behind his back what I would 
not say before his face, I say they are 
slanderers-they have not told him the 
truth, and they had an object in view, 
which, of course, is entirely unworthy. 
The punishment of the bon. member for 
West Macquarie is no punishment at all. 
No doubt punishment of that kind would 
be a serious punishment to the head of 
the Government, or to members of his 
Administration, or other members of the 
House. I do not think I myself would 
feel anything more keenly than that I, by 
the vote of the House, should be given 
into the custody of the Serjeant-at-Arms. 
The bon. member for West Macquarie 
will not feel that. If you desire to punish 
him, do not keep him about the House. 
He is living here in luxury, havincr every­
thing he can desire. He has all the com­
forts of civilisation here. There is no 
punishment, and there is not even depri­
vation of ordinary liberty. If you are 
going to punish him at all, expel him, and 
send him before his constituents. 

RoN. ME:IIBERS : Hear, hear ! 
~ir. SLATTERY : His election or re­

jection is a matter for their consideration. 
We may rest assured that however much 
thehon. member for "\Vest Macquariemay 
be opposed, he will obtain a seat in Parlia­
ment in spite of us. 

Mr. HAYNES : That is an insult to the 
country! 

Mr. SLATTERY: The bon. member 
for West Macquarie, with his undoubted 
ability and determination, and with his 
great combative power, could not be kept 
out. If the hon. member would only de­
bate as a debater, and be respectful to 
those to whom he should be respectful, 
he would have as fine a public career be­
fore him as any man who has yet entered 
this Chamber. He would occupy by his 
ability a high position in this country. 
Nothing could keep him from it. But 
what are we doing now ~ We know that 
he· is utterly wrong, and no . one can de-
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fend him. Keep him here until Tuesday, 
and he will be a perfect hero. Cases have 
occurred before, unfortunately, in which 
men who had the respect and confidence 
of the people of the country, and who 
were esteemed by both houses of Parlia­
ment, have forgotten themselves in a 
moment of heat. They have been given 
into the custody of the Serjeant-at-Arms, 
but they .have been discharged immedi­
ately the suggestion has been made, and 
when the discharge was accompanied by 
an expression of apology for having 
uttered offensive words. Up to now no 
one can defend the hon. member for West 
Macquarie. I do not defend him, but 
next Tuesday thousands will defend him. 
You will have the whole of the country 
defending him. He is by far the young­
est man in the House, and we know that 
the people of this country lean greatly to 
a man of ability, who is young. They 
will as]r, why is this young man to be 
punished because during six months he 
has once overstepped the ordinary rules of 
debate ~ Is he to be punished because, 
in a moment of excitement unparalleled 
in the history of this country, and after 
debating here all night and all day hP. 
Lreaks through the recognised rules of de­
bate~ The excitement is unparalleled in 
our history, and the people will say, con­
sidering his age and his ability, Parlia­
ment having detained him in the custody 
of the serjeant for several hours, ought to 
have released him. I would say do not 
keep him here until the prorogation of 
Parliament. If you were to expel him 
you would take up a strong and logical 
position. The hon. gentleman at the 
head of the Government mentioned that 
he had a son who had sat in this Parlia­
ment. I say that his son would be an 
honor to any parliament, for he is a man 
of the very highest character. If the 
Premier would expel his own son under 
similar circumstances, r ask him to take 
up the same position, and be equally just 
to the bon. member for West Macquarie ; 
but he would not do such a stupid thing as 
to incarcerate his son for two or three days 
within the precincts of Parliament. 

Sir HENRY PARKES : I think it is right 
for me to interpose. I have taken no 
step whatever in relation to the hon. mem­
ber for West Macquarie, and, moreover, 
if I had had an opportunity, if there had 

been a division I should have given my 
'vote on his side. I have taken no part 
whatever in the matter. I had nothing 
whatever to do with the initiating of the 
motion, but that is quite a different thing 
from interposing now. 

Mr. SLATTERY: I know the Premier 
is kindly disposed where he has an oppor­
tunity to do good. 

Sir HENRY PARKES: I know I have ex­
tended kindness towards this very young 
member repeatedly. I have simply been 
met with-I will not describe them-all 
sorts of attacks. 

Mr. SLATTERY : Anv course of this 
kind can only intensify the situation ; it 
can do no goocl. I would suggest to the 
hon. member that he should take up the 
matter and have the hon. member dis­
charged from custody. If there were any 
doubt that the hon. member would come 
in and repeat the disorder, and prevent 
the passing of the Appropriation Bill, I 
should vote against his being admitted. 

Sir HENRY P .A.RKES : The hon. member 
for West Macquarie was admitted readily 
with the concurrence of every one, and he 
made his explanation the means of a vio­
lent attack on the people he insulted in 
this House a few hours ago. 

Mr. HAYNES : It was something out­
rageous! 

Mr. SLATTERY : No one can justify 
the hon. member's conduct for a moment; 
but the punishment will not be a bit more 
to him if you keep him here till Tuesday 
than if you were to discharge him now. I 
would suggest that if the leader of the 
Opposition would withdraw his motion the 
Premier should take the matter in hand 
himself; or as he has taken no part so far, 
that the Colonial Treasurer on behalf of the 
Government should move the discharge of 
the hon. member. 

Mr. McMILLAN : I think that what­
ever heat and passion there migh~ have 
been when this unfortunate event first oc­
curred, it ought to be approached now with 
that calmness and judicial impartiality 
which becomes members of a house like 
this. However, I rose chiefly to protest 
against the conduct of the hon. member at 
the head of the Opposition. I listened 
with close attention to the speech of the 
hon. member at the head of the Govern­
ment. I thought it was a very feeling, 
and a very touching speech ; \t simply ... 

• .. 

• 
~ 



'I'" . ·. 

6032 .Arrest of Jfr. Crick. [ ASSE~_BLY.] 

dealt with facts, and we have to deal with 
facts in considering the question, because 
nothing can get away from certain expres­
sions, from certain conduct, from certain 
facts. The fact that an hour or two may 
have elapsed does not alter the undying 
l"ecord of certain things which have oc­
curred. On account of the mere state­
ment of these facts the hon. member at the 
head of the Opposition made a most viru­
lent attack on the Premier. ·what was 
the whole gravamen of the charge of the 
Premier 1 It was simply this : That this 
gentleman, whose conduct we are review­
ing, a:nd whose attempt at explanation was 
a further outrage on his original conduct, 
has uttered words in this House, and 
flung insults across the table to a man past 
three score years and ten, which, I say, 
made even my blood curdle; and which 
were never excelled by a notorious indi­
vidual who is not now in this House, and 
who is supposed to be the very personifi­
cation of disorder. I do not want to add 
any passion to what has occurred; but 
while it is all right enough to talk about 
taking a generous view of this question, we 
have a great duty to perform with regard to 
the goodconduct of the House, and I do say 
that, in the opinion of an bon. member like 
my hon. colleague, :&ir. Brunker, who holds 
as high a position as any man in the 
House, and in the opinion of many mem­
bers who have expressed their sentiments 
by intez:jections, the language of which we 
have complained was so vile and so unpre­
cedented that it would scarcely be used in 
any part of the city, much less in this House. 
It is all very well to talk about generosity, 
and about the martyrdom of this gentle­
man; but what is the punishment, after 
all, for such conduct as his, even if he 
should remain in custody till Tuesday~ 
I believe it is the opinion of a majority of 
the House, that expulsion would not have 
been too great a punishment for his con­
duct. Are we going to stultify ourselves 
by accepting to-night a simple apology, 
which may mean anything or nothing, and 
the character of which we can only gather 
from the outrageous way in which the ex­
planation was made by the bon. member 
of his original conduct 1 

Mr. CHANTER: Have your pound of 
flesh, and be done with it ! 

Mr. McMILLAN :· No man can accuse 
me of wanting generosity in the House ; 

[M·;. Mc.iJfiltan. 

but I stand here in the position delegated 
to me. Hon. members need not sneer. I 
have a very painful task to perform, and 
I shall do my duty. I am in a position 
which has been delegated to me by the 
Premier. Personally, I care nothing­
why should I 1 Personally, I should be 
very glad to see this man free ; but I 
have to say, impartially and judicially in 
the position which I occupy now, that the 
House would stultify itself if it accepted 
the resolution of the hon. member for The 
Murrumbidgee. 

Mr. GARV AN: I think that the lan­
guage used by the bon. member for West 
Macquarie should not be tolerated in Par­
liament. But while we have a standard 
that we are willing and anxious to act up 
to, we also know that, owing to the weak­
ness of human natur€', that standard is 
not always readily obtained. From my 
experience of life, I think you are in­
finitely more likely to produce good re­
sults in an erring man or child by kind­
ness and consideration than by a number 
of severe and exacting punishments; and 
in no .circumslance of life-not even in 
the domestic circle-is the prerogative of 
mercy and kindness more becoming than 
in the great institution of the country, 
the Parliament. For, as certain as you 
continue any severe course of action to· 
wards one who is not an opponent at the 
present time of the Government, but an 
opponent of the House --

Mr. McMILLAN : We do not look on 
him as an opponent at all ! 

lVIr. GARVAN: It should be borne in 
mind that when the motion was submitted 
affecting the hon. member for \Vest Mac­
quarie it found no dissentient wilhin the 
Chamber. As regards the dignity and the 
prerogative of Parliament, bon. members 
stand together as one body in opposition 
to his conduct ; so that we can approach 
the subject from exactly the same stand­
point, and every element of party should 
and must vanish from the consideration 
of the question. I think-and I hope the 
Government will see it in this light-that 
however erring the hon. member has been, 
you are much more likely to produce good 
results in him by pursuing a considerate 
policy than by pursuing the opposite 
course. Bear in mind, that the object of 
dealing with the hon. member is to hring 
about a result which will be more concluci ve 
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to the proper conduct of business in the 
future. I ask hon. members, as reasonable, 
logical men, if they force to the bitter end 
their antagonism towards the hon. mem­
ber, is it likely to result in amenability to 
the best rules of the House when he comes 
back~ For I am convinced that, so cer­
tain as he is expelled, will his undoubted 
ability bring him back to the House. 

Mr. HAYNES : It would be a mistake 
for the country! 

Mr. GARY AN: The hon. member fo~ 
West Macquarie will hold a position in 
this Parliament when many of us in the 
course of nature will have passed away. 
L ask, in the best interests of a young 
man of undoubted ability, who, erring 
though he is, is likely to maintain a posi­
tion here, and is likely for many years 
to exercise considerable influence in the 
country, is it wise, at this early stage of 
his. career, to embitter him against Par­
liament ~ It is not a patriotic course to 
pursue ; it is not in the best interests of. 
Parliament to take that course. Let me 
draw rtttention now to an occasion when 
the Premier himself was placed, not in an 
exactly similar position, but in a position 
where a resolution of a most adverse 
character tu himsdf was submitted to the 
House. 

Mr. BRUCE s~nTH : Is that likely to 
help the bon. gentleman~ 

Mr. GAR VAN : It is very pertinent. 
Mr. GARRARD : The hon. member is a 

good word painter; but I think it will be 
difficult for him to make a similar picture ! 

Mr. GARY AN: I think that I shall 
make a very close analogy, and in no way 
to the detriment of the Colonial Secretary. 
In 1885 a speech was made by the hon. 
gentleman at Tenterfield ; and it was 
deemed of so opprobrious a charact.er by 
the then leader of the House, Sir Alex­
ander Stuart, that he brought the matter 
under the notice of the House. 

Sir HENRY PARKES : I rise to order. I 
cannot understand why anything· in ,my 
life should be dragged into the discussion 
of this case;. but if it is it ought to be 
stated correctly, and the hon. member is 
incorrectly stating it. It is quite clear to 
me that the whole of these proceedings 
are not directed in behalf of the hon. 
member for "\Vest Macquarie, but are 
directed against me. 

18 y 

Mr. GARY AN: That is certainly out 
of order ; and it is undoubtedly inaccurate, 
for I premised by saying, that I was going 
to refer to an incident which certainly 
was not to the detriment of the hon. gen­
tleman at the head of the Government. 

Sir HENRY PARKES: If the hon. mem­
ber did not think it was to my discredit 
he would not quote it ! 

Mr. GARVAN: I think I shall prove 
conclusively to the hon. member's satis­
faction that I could not intend it to be 
discreditable to him. Well, Sir Alexa11der 
Stuart, one of the most judicial and humane 
men, and certainly one of the ablest men 
who ever graced Parliament, deemed the 
hon. member's address to the electors of 
Tenterfield so great ·an outrage on the 
Parliament of the country, that he felt it 
his duty to bring it under the considera­
tion of this House ; and the address, which 
certainly was a strong one, is quoted in 
Hansard. 'I shall not trouble the House 
with the full text of the address, I shall 
only quote the parts which really appeared 
to be offensive at the time. 

I have lately seen immense sums of public 
money voted away by private pressure and bar­
gaining in the face of t.he openly :wuwed con­
victions of members so pliantly yielding up their 
consciences. 
I need not comment at nll on the meaning 
which could properly be put on those 
words. The sentence implies as distinctly 
as possible that some members of that· 
Parliament violated their consciences and 
voted for the expenditure of public money 
for their personal benefit; and that was 
undoubtedly the interpretation put on 
the language by the bon. member him­
self when he was asked what he had to 
say. I question whether there is any 
offence which can possibly be greater 
against Parliament than a charge of that 
character. I am quite sure that if it were 
addressed to myself I should deem it a 
greater insult th~n any language of a low 
or filthy character. Well, this language,. 
was brought under the notice of the House 
in a most formal manner, and the follow­
ing resoiution was moved by Sir AIE;xandet· 
Stuart:-

That in the opinion of this House the state-' 
ments made by the hon. member for Argyle, Sir 
Henry Parkes, in his address on the 3rd N ovem­
ber last, announcing his retirement from there­
pres~ntation of Tenterfield, and published in the 
$yclney lJioming Hemld of the 4th No,·ember 
last, are a gross libel on this House. 
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Ron. members will perceive that that was 
the preliminary resolution on which after­
action of a most severe character was to 
be taken. I had the privilege of being a 
member of the House then, and I certainly 
was never looked on as a follower of the 
Colonial Secretary though I may have since 
voted with him in individual cases. I 
think that will be admitted. 

Sir HENRY PARKES : I am by no means 
sure that in an erratic moment the bon. 
member did not pronounce himself so ! 

Mr. GARY AN: I never told the 
House that I was a follower of the bon. 
gentleman, and I think that may be fairly 
and. honorably admitted at the present 
moment. I have frequently, I admit, 
taken the same views as the bon. member 
on some of the most important questions 
submitted to Parliament, and I bad the 
courage of my opinions even though I was 
not a follower of his. In this important 
and critical moment of his life, Sir Alex­
ander Stuart, at the head of a powerful 
party, submitted a resolution which under 
ordinary circumstances would be followed 
by the course to be pursued towards the 
bon. member for West :M.acquarie. It was 
my priviiege to address the House on that 
occasion, and I am reported in Hansard of 
the 8th September, 1885, to have spoken 
as follows :-

Before the debate closes I should like to ex­
press in a few words my surprise that such a 
motion has been submitted to the House. What­
ever the conduct of tlie hon. member may have 
been, whatever justification or otherwise there 
may have been for his comments, to my mind 
the liberty of speech is ten thousand times more 
sacred than the mere assertion of our purity by 
these proceedings. Let this motion be carried 
to-night, and adverse criticism of any party in 
power in the future becomes dangerous. Criti­
cism of the party in power will have to be mea­
sured in future by the extent of the charity or 
forgiveness of those criticised. 
I am laying down no new rule now. I 
laid down the rule when the bon. gentle­
man, who was the leader of the party op-

,.posed to the party I was supporting, was 
placed in a similar position to that the 
hon. member for vVest Macquarie. 

Sir HENRY PARKES: The bon. member 
sat with me at that time ! 

Mr. GARY AN : I did not. 
Sir HENRY PARKES: The bon. member 

did! 
Mr. GARY AN : I went on to say : 
If in criticism of the conduct of the Govern­

ment the bon. member has stated things which 
[Mr. Garvan . 

are damning to his character, the good sense and 
intelligence of the constituency to which he will 
submit himself are the soundest judges in the 
matter. At any rate, as far as my vote and 
voice will go, I warn the House against the 
course they are about to be asked to take ; I tell 
hon. members that as far as my judgment goes 
it would be infinitely greater danger, a greater 
invasion of the liberties and rights of the Parlia­
ment and the people, to assent to such a course 
of procedure than it would be to let 10,000 
speeches by the hon. member for Argyle of the 
same character go unanswered. 

Let me refer to the division which took 
place to show how necessary and critical 
every vote was. For the resolution there 
were 31, and against it there were 27. I 
find that the tellers for the noes on 
that occasion were my bon. friend, Mr. 
L. F. Heydon, now a member of the 
Upper House, and myself, and amongst 
the noes was Mr. McElhone. I quote 
these three names for a special signifi­
cance which can be understood on the 
present occasion. At that time of danger 
and trial to the Colonial Secretary, with 
whom there. was not much in common 
between us, when we thought there was a 
possible danger to the institution of Par­
liament, our party proclivities were put 
on one side, and we voted with him in his 
hour of danger and difficulty. The prin­
ciple I laid down then is an honest one to 
adopt towards an bon. member who, in 
a moment of heat and impulse, uttered 
words perhaps too violent to express his 
strong feelings, and the best results are 
produced by men of strong feelings and 
strong passions. It would be a disgrace 
to the very institutioD; of Parliament if 
these strong impulses were sought to be 
stamped out by the exercise of too strong 
a hand against an individual offender. 
Be carefullest in the exercise of power by 
a majority you do not stamp out that hope 
of liberty which must manifest itself more 
in a minority than anywhere else. It 
should be the desire of the majority to 
encourage independence of adverse criti­
cism, even though it is exceedingly dis­
tasteful at the time it is uttered. I have 
not a word to say with reference to the 
bon. member who has outraged the 
decency of Parliament. I was in the 
Chamber when the vote was taken, and 
my assent was given as readily as was the 
assent of the Government. I can hardly 
say readily, because it was a source of re­
gret to me that such a vote had to be 
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given. There was no division; all stood 
together in disapproval of the offence 
against the dignity of Parliament. My 
best advice to the House at the present 
time is, that notwithstanding the griev­
ousness of the offence, we shall be best 
studying the future of Parliament by 
acting in such a manner as I was willing 
to act when the Colonial Secretary was 
placed in a position of trial that might 
have resulted in a somewhat similar posi­
tion to that in which the bon. member for 
West Macquarie stands. 

Sir HENRY PARKES : I simply desire 
to deny that any analogous circumstances 
led up to it! 

l\1r. GARY AN : The Colonial Secre­
tao:y cannot deny that the language he 
made use of was deemed of so injurious a 
character to the reputation of Parliament 
that one of the most distinguished men 
that ever graced this Chamber, and led 
this House, took the course which I have 
read from the proceedings of Parliament. 
There is undoubtedly a difference of 
opinion. There is no doubt that the Colo­
nial Secretary, from knowledge within 
himself, or for reasons which were suf­
ficiently strong to himself, deemed him­
self warranted in using the strong lan­
guage which he employed. For my case, 
all I want to show is that the language 
was deemed exceedingly offensive by the 
majority opposed to him. I would sug­
gest to the House the wisdom of extend­
ing this clemency to the bon. member for 
West Macquarie at the present time. 
Bear in mind that even if you do not, 
there is no great physical injury done to 
the bon. member. He is young, vigorous, 
and healthy, and to detain him there as a 
prisoner for the next few clays will be no 
great penalty, after all, and it will look like 
exercising a spirit of vindictiveness to­
wards him. 

nlr. GARRARD : It is no compliment to 
him to say that it is no punishment! 

)lr. GARVAN: Unquestionably it is 
not a compliment-his expulsion was not 
intended as a compliment. 

:Hr. GARRARD : I say it is no compli­
ment when the bon. member says that the 
detention is no punishment because it does 
not physically injure him! 

i\Ir. GARVAN: I shall not enter into 
any contention with the bon. member. 
Deeming the conduct of the hon. mem-

' 

ber for West Macquarie as emphatically 
improper as I hope I shall ever deem 
such conduct, my best advice, in the best 
interests of this institution I an1 desirous of 
serving and upholding, still is to extend 
the spirit of clemency to the ·erring and 
offending member at the present moment. 

J\ir. GARR.ARD: I have been listen­
ing very attentively to the analogous case, 
which the hon. member for Eden was 
going to bring forward; but I venture to 
say that no one who listened to the quo­
tation can find any kind of parallel with 
the case under consideration. What is 
there in those words which can be put in 
contrast, as a parallel case, with the con­
duct of the bon. member for \Vest :Mac­
quarie 1 It is absurd to say there is a 
parallel. It seems to me that nothing can 
happen but the leader of the Opposition 
and those working with him attempt to 
drag in the name of the Premier for the 
purpose of treading it, if possible, in the 
dust. · 

Mr. T. WALKER : I rise to order. I 
submit that the bon. member is not in 
order in charging any bon. member' wh() 
happens to draw an illustration from the 
past conduct of business in the House 
with a desire to drag the name of the Pre­
mier in the dust. 

Mr. GARVAN: May I be allowed to 
point out how "·ery unfair it is to charge .. 
me with an attempt to drag the reputation 
of the Colonial Secretary in the dust by 
the quotation I have made1 If there was 
any discredit attaching to any one it was 
to me, because I stood by him by my voice 
and vote on that occasion. I could have 
no oqject in doing so. • 

Mr. SPEAKER: The bon. member for .. 
Balmain is not in order in imputing an 
unworthy motive to another bon. member. 

Mr. GARRARD: If I have used dis- .• 
orderly language-and I am not aware of 
it-I think it was milk and water in com­
parison with language that bas been used.~ 
What have we had here 1 ·when the leadl')r ·· 
of the Opposition first rose, and began 
from his own recollection to say that 
words had been used by the Premier which 
were far worse than the words used by the 
bon. member for \Vest :M.acquarie ---

Mr. SPEAKER: The bon. member will 
see that while strong language is allowed; 
improper motives are not allowed to be im­
puted, and in regard to the strongest Ian-
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guage which the leader of the Opposition 
has quoted, there is no evidence to show 
there is an improper motive imputed. 

Mr. GARRARD: ·well, I shall just 
state what has been done here to-night. 
The leader of the Opposition began to hold 
up something which he said the Premier had 
done, which was far worse than anything 
which had been done by the hon. member 
for West l\facqnarie. I venture to say that 
he was relying on his memory, and he did 
not, and he dA.re not, attempt to state the 
words he inferred, which are equal in 
pointedness and disgrace to those used by 
the hon. member for West Macquarie. 

Mr. GARVAN: That has nothing to do 
with the question. Cannot the hon. mem­
ber leave that alone~ 

Mr. GARRARD : It is to be dropped : 
after all the venom is poured out there is 
to be no antidote. The poison can be 

·spread broadcast, a person's character can 
be taken away; bnt no voice is to be 
raised in his behalf. That is very nice, 
after all that has been said; but I am not 
going to stand by and allow statements to 
go abroad which are not in accordance with 
fact. I draw your attention, sir, to the 
remark of the hon. member for Redfern, 
who accused me of gagging members on 
that side to-day. I demand au apology, 
and the withdrawal of the words. 

Mr. ScHEY: I beg leave to say that t 
did not accuse the hon. member; but if he 
thinks it applies to him, I have much 
pleasure in withdrawing it, and soothing 
his wounded feelings. 

Mr. GARRARD: The hon. member 
for The Murrumbidgee stated, from his 

oil-recollection of certain things which took 
place here some years ago, that language 
was then used by the Premier equal to the 
language used by the hon. member for 
\>Vest Macqu:hie. I was present during 
the whole of that sitting. Th'e hon. mem­
ber for The Murrumbidgee was not present 

. during the whole of the time, for he was 
in and out of the Chamber, and I say that 
the language used by the Premier then 
was language which has since been used 
over and over again in this House, namely, 
that the action which was then taken was 
the action of a brutal majority. 

4 
Mr. DIBBS: No, no; those• are not the 

'vords at all. I will write them on paper 
for the hon. member, if he likes; I will 
not publish them ! 

[lib·. Gan·arcl . 
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Mr. GARRARD: If they had been 
uttered, they would have been reported. 

Mr. DIBBS : Stmugers were excluded at 
the time! 

Mr. GARRARD : We know that cer­
tain language has been imputed outside to 
the Premier by hon. members ; but as one 
that was present during the whole of the 
debate, I maintain it was never uttered by 
him. The strongest language which he used 
was that the action of the Government was 
the action of a brutal majority, and in his 
explanation to i;he House he said that the 
words were not used in the ordinary con­
ventional sense, but simply to describe 
the action of a ma:jority who, by brute 
force-namely, by bringing beds here, 
were keeping hon. members here for 
twenty-four or thirty-six hours. 

Mr. DIBBS: No, no. It is a term of 
endearment only used amongst sailors. 
The hon. member will find it in "John­
son's Dictionary" ! 

Mr. GARRARD: I do not think I 
will. I have been down in many a fore­
castle, but l have never heard the term 
used there. 

Sir HENRY PARKES : I hope I shall be 
permitted to say that I did not use the 
words. 

Mr. LYNE : I heard the hon. member 
use the words ! 

Sir HENRY PARKES: I never used the 
words! 

Mr. GARRARD : I say, as a spectator 
on the occasion, that the words which are 
attributed to the Premier were not used 
by him. 

1\:Ir. Dmns : I will go and get "John­
son's Dictionary" for the hon. member, 
and show him the words. 

Mr. GARRARD : To come back to the 
question. We are asked to release the 
hon. member for West Macqu:trie from 
custody. Is a thin house like this going 
to set itself up against the 100 members 
who said that puni~:;hment should be meted 
out for the offence committed by the hon. 
member~ Is a bare majority of twenty 
members to take upon itself to release 
the hon. member from custody and that 
punishment which we so unanimously in­
flicted on him 7 I say most assuredly the 
House has no right to do so. The hon. 
member for Eden has told the House that 
the hon. member for West Macquarie is 
of such composition that the punishment 
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really will have no effect, and that we ought 
to have expelled him. All I can say is, 
that if he knew so intimately the hon. 
member's character, and knew what would 
be a Pl.!nishment to him-if lw knew that 
expulsion would be the only way to make 
him feel--

:1\ir. SLATTERY: I do not think so. · I 
said, "Have the courage to do something 
which would be punishment, and not luwe 
the farce which we have now!" 

1\'Ir. GARRARD: The bon. member 
said that the fact of being in custody was 
no punishment at all to the bon. member. 

Mr. SLATTERY : It is none whatever 
to be in custody until next Tuesday. It 
is a farce! 

1\'Ir. GARRARD: But that if yon wish 
to punish him, expel him. The hon. mem­
ber sat on that bench, and, with the rest 
of the House, came to the conclusion that 
the hon. member for West Macquarie 
should be punished. He was a deliberate 
party to a punishment which, according to 
him, was no punishment at all, while be 
had in his mind a knowledge of what would 
be a punishment. 

llir. SLATTERY : I say it is no punish­
ment to detain the bon. member in cus­
tody until Tuesday. It is no punishment 
if you release him now; but if you leave 
him there until Tuesday, you will make 
him a martyr. 

Mr. GARRARD: I do not think it is 
at all likely that the martyr business will 
be worked up, in spite of the eloquent 
speeches delivered on behalf of the so­
called martyr. Unless I much misunder­
stand the people of this country, I do not 
think they will much sympathise with the 
language which has been used by the hon. 
member, who is now suffering for the use 
of language which is not fit for the lowest 
pot-house in the land. If such language 
had been used in the lowest public-house 
in the city, the landlord would immediately 
have taken the law into his own hands, 
and ousted the offender out of the place 
neck and crop. Are hon. members to come 
here, day after day, not knowing at what 
moment they may be grossly insulted~ 
The language for the use of which the 
bon. member is suffering is not the worst 
be has used during the debate. I say the 
House has no right to release him from 
custody. I have known cases where mem­
bers who have been given into custody have 

been called in for the purpose of making 
what explanation they thought necessary, 
and they have made an explanation in the 
majority of cases acknowledging they were 
wrong; but punishment has been inflicted 
on them. I ask, what was the explanatim~ 
given by the hon. mem bed It made the 
offence ten times worse than it was. 

Sir HENRY PARKES: The first thing he 
did was to insult Mr. Speaker! 

Mr. GARRARD: What is usually clone 
in a case of this kind, when a member has 
been taken into custody ~ Some one, on 
his behalf, comes to the House and says 
that he is desirous of making an abject 
and humble apology; but the first thing 
we hear of in this case is an hon. member 
standing up and asking that on condition 
that the hon. member comes in and makes 
an apology, he be released. 'What guaran­
tee have we that if he comes in he will not 
be guilty of the very same disgraceful con­
duct which characterised him before 1 

Mr. SLATTERY : Then deal with him and 
expel him! 

Mr. GARRARD : Are we going to put 
ourselves in a position to be insulted and 
degraded again 1 No. If the hon. mem­
ber feels that he has done wrong, and is 
prepared to make an apology for the in­
sult he has offered to the House and to its 
members, I say he should commission a 
friend to come into the House, and make 
a ·representation that he is prepared to 
make a suitable apology, and then it will 
be for the House to consider it. 

Mr. LYNR : Perhaps I may be allowed 
to say that it can be done at the present 
time if ·the House desires it to be done. 

Mr. HAYNES : It is too late now! 
:M:r. SLATTERY: The hon. member was 

the whole cause of these proceedings ! · 
Mr. HAYNES :I call your attention, sir, 

to the most· disorderly utterance of the 4 
bon. member, and I ask that he be directed 
to withdraw the words and to apologise. 

Mr. SLATTERY : The statement is true .. 
The hon. member for West Macquarie· 
gave way when he was speaking on the· 
amendment, he rose to speak on the 
original motion with the general concur­
rence of the House, but the hon. member 
for Mudgee caught the Chairman's eye, 
and instead of debating the question, he 
moved that the question be now put, which 
was the beginning of all the disorder. I 
do not see, therefore, how I could be called 
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on to apologise for the interjection. It was 
within the right·of the han. member to 
move that motion; but it is nevertheless the 
fact that it was the cause of all the dis­
order. 

Mr. HAYNES: I think it is a grievous 
insult! 

Mr. SPEAKER: The interjection as it 
was made is capable of the interpretation 
that the hon. member for Mudgee was al­
most willingly the cause of the disorder. 
If the han. member for Boorowa says that 
all he intended to convey was that the 
course pursued was the cause of the dis­
order, I think it will be sufficient. 

Mr. SLATTERY : I intended to refer to 
the han. member's conduct in that wav. 

Mr. GARRARD: We have been told 
that the proper punishment in this case 
would be expulsion, and I think so too, as 
the House has to maintain its dignity and 
protect its members from indignity and 
insult which is so frequently hurled at 
them by the han. member for West Mac­
quarie. If han. members are to be sub­
jected to such insults, I say something will 
happen which will be perhaps a dishonor 
to this Parliament, and teach the hon. 
member a lesson. 

Mr. T. WALKER : Is that a threat ~ 
Mr. GARRARD : There are some crea­

tures--
Mr. GARVAN: The han. member's 

speeches are tending very much to bring 
it on! 

Mr. GARRARD : There are some crea­
tures who can only be made to feel through 
their hides. 

Mr. T. WALKER : That is a threat ! 
Mr. GARRARD: I venture to say 

that if han. members who come here as 
representatives of the people, and behave 
themselves as men and gentlemen, are to 
be exposed to the threats and tyranny of 
the han. member for West Macquarie, then 
in their own self-defence, and in order to 
protect themselves against insults, some 
other steps will have to be taken. 

Mr. SLATTERY : The hon. member had 
better not try it on, lest he get worse re­
sults. I can assure him that hP. had better 
not encourage that kind of thing ! 

Mr. GARRARD: When we have the 
same language we shall retaliate. Physi­
cal indignity has been threatened by the 
hon. member whose case is under con­
sideration. 

[Mr. Garrard. 

Mr. SLATTERY : I can promise the han. 
member that if he tries physical force he 
will have to go into the hospital next door! 

Mr. GARRARD: I shall be prepared; 
when I come out I shall get the han. mem­
ber to defend me. 

Mr. SLATTERY: The han. member wants 
detending! 

Mr. GARRARD : I shall not be turned 
from my speech by what the hon. member 
says. If fair argument and manly be, 
haviour are not to be allcwed, persons who 
resort to other means will have to be treated 
with their own· weapons. For the rea­
sons I have already stated, this House has 
no right, in its present condition, to reverse 
the decision which was arrived at by a 
House consisting of 100 members; and if 
this grave offence is to be forgiven with 
this small modicum of punishment, I say 
good-bye to all law, order, and good be­
haviour in the House. 

Mr. PAUL : I did not hear the re­
marks of the Premier when he first ad­
dressed the House on this subject to-night; 
but I can only judge of his feelings from 
what has since fallen from his lips. I 
must say that the remarks of the leader 
of the Opposition, which I first heard, 
were of such a character as to lead me 
to believe that he was willing to sacrifice 
the hon. member for West Macquarie for 
the sake of insulting and injuring the 
Premier, and promoting some unworthy 
end in this House. 

Mr. DIBBS : How dare the han. member 
impute that I am willing to do something 
for an unworthy end ! 

Mr. PAUL : I withdraw the expression 
if it is offensive to the hon. member. 

Mr. DIBBS : If it is offensive to me ! 
No, it is offensive to the House. I do not 
care what the han. member says! 

Mr. PAUL : I withdraw it. I say that 
both his manner and his irritating words 
to the Premier were a disgrace to the 
Honse. Coming back to the question be­
fore the House I think that the conduct 
of the han. member for West Macquarie 
deserves censure. I believe he committed 
one of the greatest outrages which have 
ever been committed in the House; his lan­
guage was a disgrace even to himself. I 
am very glad to see that not one member on 
this side, or indeed in the House, is pre­
pared to justify his conduct. 

1\:Ir. DIBBS : \\.,. e all condemn it 
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M:r. P A. UL: 'fo show my feelings in 
the matter, when the hon. member for 
West :M:acquarie was behind the bar of 
the House it was suggested that certain 

·statements of his should be taken down 
with a view to laying them before :M:r. 
Speaker. I asked the friend who made 
the suggestion not to put it into effect, 
first of all out of consideration to the 
House, hoping that the matter would not 
·get publicity, or so much publicity, and 
·secondly out of consideration to the hon. 
member himself, because I felt that he was 

·hardly -responsible-he seemed to have 
lost all control over his temper, and I was 
making every allowance for him on ac­
count of his youth and disposition. I felt 
that he would be very sorry when he came 
to reflect on the gross conduct of which he 
had been guilty. I shall not repeat the 
epithets that he applied to this side, but 
many of which have not been conveyed to 
your ears yet, and I hope they never will. 
Something has been said about the cl6tu~·e 
having been applied this evening. Well, 
I was very pleased indeed that the hon. 
member for :M:udgee succeeded in catching 
the Chairman's eye, and that he acted in 
the way he did, because the bon. member 
for West :M:acquarie ilad promised to make 
a gross attack on the Premier, stating that 
it would take him some two hours to say 
what he had to say in condemnation of 
that hon. gentleman. Already amongst 

·my friends on this side I have expressed 
the .hope that the hon. member for West 
:M:acquarie will be dealt with in a lenient 
manner. But I contend that the business 
of the House has no right to be suspended 
to consider the proposition of the leader of 
the Opposition. The House has been kept 
for many hours over this question, and I 
understand from the Premier that before 
·the House rises he is prepared to do some­
thing similar to what that hon. member is 
asking. I protest against the business of 
the House being suspended at this time. 
I urge every hon. member to insist upon 
the business being proceeded with and then 
to deal with this particular matter in as 
lenient a way as has been suggested by 
the leader of the Opposition. 

Mr. T. W A.LKER: I regret exceedingly 
the necessity for this discussion. I am not 
going to apologise for any disorder which 
has taken place, as· there can be no doubt 
that the hon. men1ber for West Macqua"rie 

acted in an extremely disorderly manner. 
But I think that all the circumstances 
should always be taken into careful con• 
sideration in the infliction of punishment. 
For one, I protest against those who im­
agine that simply because illustrations 
have been taken from the history of Par­
-liament, it has been done with the object, 
not of defending or of placing the conduct 
of the hon. member for West Macquarie 
in juxtaposition, but simply to drag the 
name of the Premier in the dust. I think 
there can be no desire to drag any one's 
name into the matter when a case is quoted 
merely for the pmpose of informing the 
House that in the case of others who have 
offended in an equal manner the punish­
ment has been comparatively light. That 
is a fair argument, which need ·not neces­
sarily have the slightest tinge of animus. 
When it is shown that :r:nen of older years, 
men of long parliamentary experience, 
men who are known to have control over 
their tempers, men of tact and position, 

. have forgotten themselves under the irri­
tation of a moment, surely when a young 
man with hot blood in his veins, with his 
nervous system unstrung by long mental 
effort, and by want of sleep, and perhaps 
somew11at stirred up by the speeches de­
livered, forgets himself, we ought to be more 
considerate. I do not say that we ought 
not in a gentlemanly manner to show our. 
antipathy to such conduct. We ought to 
reprehend it, and do all we possibly can to 
preventitrecurringin the future. vVe ought 
not be vindictive to one who is opposed to 
us. I heard an expression fall from the hon. 
member for Balmain, to which I do not 
feel inclined to draw attention, but which 
partook of the character of a threat to the 
bon. member for West Macquarie before 
he had offended to the extent that he 
afterwards did. I saw the feeling which 
was welling from those who were opposed 
to him,· and it is now clear that some hon. 
members 'Yere glad that the cl6ture was 
·moved in order that his mouth might be 
stopped. It was applied to me under some­
what similar circumstances. It will be dis-

. tinctly in your recollection that I rose to 
·speak on what I believed, and what I still 
believe, to be a great question, namely, the 
establishment of a. naval force in connection 
·with the colonies. A.t that time the hon. 
member for Parramatta rose in his place, 
as I imagined for the purpose of speaking to . 
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the question, and out of respect ·for his 
age, and a. desire to hear his views, I said I 
.should give him precedence; but imme­
diately upon my giving way in that manner 
.the hon. member moved that the qunstion 
be now put. You will remember tha.t I 
resisted the putting of that question. I 
acted under what might be properly termed 
a sense of wrong. I believed that I was 
. fighting for my rights. I believed that my 
mouth was being closed to prevent me from 
-defending the rights of the colony. I was 
.accused of disorder-! was accused of 
wilfully and vexatiously interrupting the 
orderly conduct of business of the House ; 
and precisely the same resolution was 
moved this afternoon in the case of the 
bon. member for West Macquarie. What 
was my punishment1 What was the 
punishment of my hon. friend, the mem­
ber for South Sydney, Mr. Toohey, my 
hon. friend, the member for Northumber­
land, Mr. Melville, and other hon. mem­
bers 1 I had not to apologise; the only 
poor unfortunate who had to apologise on 
that occasion was my hon. friend, the 
member for South Sydney, the last mem­
ber who was sent out. All the rest 
of us had no punishment whatever ac­
corded to us, and we were readmitted 
about five or ten minutes afterwards. 
But I was equally as disorderly as the 

_hon. member for South Sydney, so that 
I can well understand the feelings of the 
hon. member for vVest Macquarie when 
his mouth was closed upon a su~ject 
which to him involved a considerable 
amount of his reputation and a consider­
able amount of his honor. Suffering under 
the sense that he had been maligned, 
suffering under the sense that he had 
been unjustly treated-whether rightly 
or wrongly I shall not attempt to decide; 
I am only showing what main-springs 
were at work in his breast-suffering from 
the fact that he was gagged and denied 
liberty of speech, and from the physical 
cause leading to the irritation of his na­
ture, he gave vent to what he himself, I 
am sure, in his reflective moments will re­
gret as long as he lives. We are not to­
correct offences of this kind with a harsh 
hand. We are not to correct them with 
the bitterness that was displayed in the 
speech of the hon. member for Balmain, 
Mr. Garrard. If we show as much harsh­
'ness as that bon. member showed, we should 

· [.Llfr.' T. Walker. -

degrade Parliament. The vindictive spirit 
shown on the Ministerial side of the House 
is degrading 'to the Assembly. How will 
the country look at it ~ vV e ought not to 
punish the hon. member for West Mac­
_quarie for the language which he used at 
the time when he believed that the Trea­
_sury was being looted, when he was stand­
ing up for the interests of the public, when 
he was opposing what he believed to be 
and what the public believed to be, a great 
swindle. vVhen he was doing this he was 
not only gagged, but he was placed in cus­
tody and imprisoned. That will exalt his 
character instead of injuring him, it will 
make him feel that fie has been a martyr. 
If he is treated in a fair spirit I believe 
we can win him over, and make him one 
of the brightest and most respectable mem­
bers of the House. 

Mr. HAYNES: I am inclined to speak 
on this motion; but if hon. members will 
agree to go to a division I will not do so. 

Mr. R. B. WILKINSON: It is to be 
deplored that this discussion has been 
brought on at this time. I need not state 
my opinion of the action of the hon. mem­
ber for West Macquarie. His conduct has 
been condemned on all sides of the House. 
The mistake that has occurred in the dis­
cussion is, that the feeling and the weak­
ness of character of the hon. member for 
West Macquarie have been more considered 
than the dignity of the House. Our first 
duty is to maintain the dignity of Parlia­
ment. I have a ve~y high opinion of the 
hon. member for West Macquarie; I be­
believe him to be a young man of very 
great promise, and one who, when he gets 
rid of some characteristics which are not 
,very admirable at the present time, will 
become a very useful member of the 
House. What we have to take into con­
sideration is the fact that he has insulted 
the dignity of the House, and done a great 
deal to lower the character of the House 
in the estimation of the country. The pro­
per course is not to interrupt the business 
of the House ; but to act in a dignified 
way. Let us get rid of the business before 
the House ; then, before the Assembly ad­
journs, let us take into consideration the 
case of the hon. member for vVest Mac­
quarie. 

Mr. McMILLAN: I think, for the good 
order of business, it would be well if, after 
this discussion, we agree that whatever 
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·motion is made, should be made after. we 
have got through the business of ·the 
.House. That will give time to members 
. on both sides of the House to consider· the 
:matter fully. 

Mr. DIBBS: We may find ourselves in 
·this position: a number of hon. members 
may go home, and the resolution may be 
defeated by those who remain. 

Mr. JOSEPH ABBOTT: I think that 
'before we deal with the subject we ought 
to go on with some business. ·I am not 
going to say anything o~ the merits of the 

·case as a whole. The business of the House 
has been disorganised through what has 
happened, and we ought to proceed with 
the business, and deal with this case after­
wards. I have no doubt that if this is 
done, every consideration will be shown 
for the hon. member for ·west Macquarie. 

Mr. STEVENSON : We have discussed 
. the question, and I do not see any neces- · 
, sity for delay. Hon. members ought to be 
prepared now to vote either one way or 
the oth~r, and I hope that the mover of 
the resolution will insist on going to a divi­
sion. 

Mr. DIBBS : I hope that the Colonial 
Treasurer will not allow a question of this 
sort to be dealt with on party Jines. 

Mr. McMILLAN : It is not intended to 
do so. · 

Question put. The House divided: 

Ayes, 15; noes, 24; majority, 9. 

Chanter, J. M. 
Cruickshank, G. A. 
Dibbs, G. R. 
Fuller, G. W. 
Garvan, J. P. 
Goodchap; C. A. 

.Lyne, W. J. 
McFarln.ne, J. 

. Abbott, Joseph 
Brown, H. H; 

·Brunker, J. N. 
·Carruthers, J. H. 
Clubb-, G. 
Garrard, J. 
Gould, .A. J. 

· (jreene, G .. H. 
Hawken, N. 

AYES •. 

Schey, vY. F. 
Slattery, T. M. 
Stephen, Harold 
Stevenson, R. 
Walker, T. 

Tellers, 
Howe, J.P. 
Mitchell, J. 

NoEs. 
Mddillan, W. 

· O'Connor, D. 
Seaver, J. C. B. P. 
Smith, Bruce 
Smith, s.·· 
Teece, W. 
·wheeler, J. 
vVilkinson, R. B. 
Wilshire, J. T. 

· Hawthorne, J. S. 
· Haynes, J: Tellers, 
King, R. J. Brown, A. 

, Lee, C. ·A. Cooke, II. H. 

Question so resolved in the negati-...:e .. 

Mr. DIBBS : I think I have a right to 
:complain . of the .. action of the Colonial 
Treasurer. "\Vhen I rose to reply, I was 
assured by the bon. gentleman that the 
division would not be a. party one, and 
I was done out of my right to reply, be­
cause a party vote was made of it. 

Mr. McMILLAN : I said, as I say now, 
that it was not a party vote. It could 
not be a party vote; we have been dis­
charging one of the most painful duties 
that I have ever had to perform in this 
House. 

Mr. SEAVER : I rise to say that I can­
not be considered to have been acting in 
a party spirit. 

Mr. SPEAKER : There is no question be­
fore the House. 

APPROPJ,UATION BILL. 
In Committee of Ways and jlfeans: 

Motion (by Mr. McMILLAN) proposed : 
That, towards making good the supply granted 

to her Majesty for the service of the year 1889, 
the sum of £7,287,427 Os. 5d. be granted out of 
Consolidated Revenue Fund of New South 
Wales. 

Mr. DIBBS said he would like to know 
from the Colonial Treasurer that sufficient 
revenue had been provided to cover the 
votes that had been so lavishly granted 
this session 1 The Committee would bear 
in mind that the hon. member had not 
strengthened his financial position by im­
posing any new taxation, and we were asked 
to vote away supplies more lavishly than 
we had ever done before. It would be 
seen, on looking through the estimates, "that 

. a great many increases of salaries had been 
granted, grants had been made to agricul­
tural societies, a new staff had been pro­
vided for the military secretary to the 
Premier, and money was being paid away 
with a. lavish hand. We bad a right, 
therefore, to demand that the Colonial 
Treasurer should not push through his 
Appropriation Bill unle~R he satisfied the 
Committee-of course, hon. members on 
the other side of the House did not require 
satisfying-that there was ample provision 
to meet all liabilities. 

1\'Ir. McMILLA~ : I am not sufficiently 
:acquainted fr0m long experience with the 
. course that is adopted in passing an ap­
. propriation bill, but I have had sufficient 
experience to ·know that the question 
which the hon. m~m ber has asked can 
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have very little effect upon what the Com­
mittee is doing to-day. Ron. members 
know that the Appropriation Bill is simply 
a bill covering the estimates that have been 
passed by the House, and, as was stated 
by the hon. member for Boorowa, is practi­
cally the ·same thing. I do not think 
that the bon. member for The Murrum­
bidgee has ever at any time had a similar 
question asked of him under circum­
stances similar to the present. Some time 
ago I showed an estimated surplus on the 
accounts. of about £85,000. The only 
thing that can have affected that esti­
mate is a decrease of the revenue .for the 
past month. I may here take the oppor­
tunity of saying that it has been alleged that 
I, to a certain extent, kept this House and 
the country in the dark in regard to the 
state of the finances. I did nothing of 
the kind. The statement that I made was 
literally correct as to the nature of the 
public accounts. The last statement I 
made brought the accounts up to the 31st 
July, 1889, when I showed an estimated 
surplus of £84,279, taking credit for an 
increase of £80,000 in the revenue during 
the remainder of the year, as compared 
with the corresponding period of 1888. 
Now we come to the month of September, 
in which there was a falling off of revenue 
to the extent of £100,000. Ron. members 
will recollect that it appeared in the press a 
short time ago that in the month of August 
there was an increase of £34,000. When I 
made that last short statement to bring the 
accounts up to the 31st July, I showed an 
estimated surplus at the end of the year to 
which I have referred of £48,000 odd. 
Since then the figures were borne out in 
the month of August by a surplus in that 
month alone of £34,000. £80,000 I had 
estimated as the surplus revenue for the 
remainder of the year; but in the month 
of September we came into comparison 
with very peculiar circumstances, which 
were not so prominently before me at 
the time. The Melbourne exhibition was 
in full swing at that time, and the rail­
way revenue was very great, as would 
naturally be the case under such circum­
stances. The falling off in the revenue, 
I may say, for the information of bon. 
members, was made up of about three 
items. There was a falling off in rail­
way receipts, owing to the cause I have 
mentioned of £65,577. That bon. mem-

[ Mr. McMillan. 

hers will see was a special item, ansmg 
out of the services of the country, and 
out of the fact of the Melbourne exhi­
bition bringing about an enormous traffic 
upon the southern line. In !and revenue 
there was a falling off of £37,596, arising 
to a great extent, I presume; from the 
fact that matters have been in abeyance 
to a great extent pending the settlement 
of the land question. The other large i~em 
which about makes up the sum was, Stamps, 
£16,364. I cannot say accurately, but I 
presume that twelve montj:ls ago we were 
in the full swing of the land and mining 
booms, and that there was a large amount 
of stamp duty collected which is not likely 
in the present state of depression, to be 
reproduced. But the bulk of the falling 
off in the revenue arises from the rail way 
services being brought into comparison 
with the extraordinary state of affairs 
during the time of the Melbourne exhi­
bition. I have got particulars up to the 
present time of the revenue for this month, 
and I am happy to say that in the first two 
days there is a surplus of £32,736. I have 
a revenue of £32,736 extra up to the 
present moment, allowing for the loss of 
last month. I have a substantial sur­
plus, according to my own calculation at 
the present time, of revenue over expen­
diture. That, 1 think, is all that can be 
required. 

Mr. GARVAN: How much does the hon. 
member now estimate that the surplus will 
be at the end of the year 1 

Mr. Mcl\ULLAN : I estimate that, 
under any circumstances, allowing for the 
falling off of the £100,000 in the last 
month, which I look upon as, to a certain 
extent, an exceptional thing, that the 
surplus during the next three months 
should be about my estimate of £80,000 . 
But allowing for every possible contin­
gency, I have every reason to believe that 
under any circumstances the original esti­
mate that I made in my first financial 
statement of a surplus of, at any rate, 
£25,000, will be realised, and my fore­
cast is this, that whilst there will not be 
a large, there will be a distinct surplus 
on the year's operations. I think that is 
all that it is necessary for me to say. My 
principal reason for rising was to show 
hon. members from the country that there 
had been no misstatement on my part of 
the public accounts, that any falling off in 
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the reve~me occurred last month·, and that 
anything that I had said previously was 
substantially correct. 

Mr. DIBBS said he was satisfied with 
the explanation gin:n by the Co~onial 
Treasurer, and he was glad that the state­
ment was comparatively satisfactory. The 
hon. member had the luck to drop into 
some good windfalls this year. 

Mr. McMILLAN: We have not got Mr. 
Berry's yet ! 

Mr. DIBBS said the hon. member would 
soon have it ; b:ut he ought not to count 
his chickens before they were hatched. 

Mr. McMILLAN : I have not counted 
Mr. Berry's, although I believe the 
amount will be £100,000; that will all 
be extra! 

Mr. DIBBS said he was bound to be 
satisfied with the hon. member's statement, 
and he only hoped that the Colonial Trea­
surer might be able to realise a surplus at 
the end of the year. If the'hon. member 
would take his advice as an old colonial 
treasurer, he would say, "Draw in your 
horns with regard to promises as much as 
you can during the next three months. 
Promise nothing, and give nothing, get all 
the windfalls that come, and economise." 
He didnotknowof any other windfall, with 
the exception that one other gentleman 
contemplated giving the Colonial Trea­
surer some £30,000 or £40,000. These 
windfalls which were dropping in were 
wanted. The hon. member's calculation 
was based upon the old process of oinit­
ting the interest for the current year. 
Some of that interest must be charged for 
the prese.:;.t year. He supposed the Colo­
nial Treasurer was ignoring the fact that 
he might have to provide a sum of 
£750,000 for interest which had hitherto 
been kept out of the accounts until the 
year following that in which it was paid. 
He thought the hon. member would do 
well to adopt an amended form of book­
keeping, and to show the country what 
the state of tho finances was each year 
without having to take into consideration 
how much would have to be charged from 
1889 to 1890. 

Mr. GARY AN said it was a matter of 
undoubted interest to the country to know 
what was likely to be the state of the 
finances at the end of the year with this 
Government in office. When the Colonial 
Treasurer made a financial statement some 

time ago, he estimated a surplus of 
£25,119, and aftP.r the statement made by 
him, in a document issued from the Trea­
sury, he estimated that there would be an 
increase in the revenue of £159,000, less 
£38,000, leaving a net sum of £121,000, 
and the estimated surplus of the whole 
year was £80,000. The hon. member then 
showed charges against the surplus, which 
reduced it to £24,379. The Colonial Trea­
surer had now made a similar financial 
statement, and as we were approaching the 
end of the year, its accuracy could be 
more depended upon than that of any of 
the others. It appeared that thfl hon. 
member would very nearly balance his 
account, having about £25,000 to the 
good. He would point out, however, that 
even this could not be absolutely depended 
upon not to alter. In 1887, when the 
hon. member for St. Leonards, Mr. Burns, 
made his financial statement, we had a 
very glowing picture put before us. That 
gentleman estimated that there would be 
a surplus of £910,000; but we knew when 
the present Colonial Treasurer came into 
office, he submitted a statement of the ac­
counts of the year 1887 very much at vari­
ance with that given by the hon. member 
for St. Leonards, and instead of showing 
a surplus of £910,000, the accounts for 
1887 showed a clear deficit of £947,000. 
That was dealing with it upon the true 
obligations of the year. That result was 
an exceedingly-unsatisfactory one for the 
country. There were some charges which 
fairly might have been, and, he thought, 
should have been made against the expen­
diture of the year 1887, instead of, as the 
colonial treasurer of the day charged them, 
on the supplementary estimates against 
the expenditure of the preceding year. 
There was the vote for the Custom-bouse, 
£15,000; the vote for court-houses for dif­
ferent places, notably for Goulburn, and 
a large sum for the purchase of parks, 
£30,000. These were, to his mind, legiti­
mate and proper charges to be made 
against the year 1887 ; but they. were 
omitted from the accounts of that year. 
When the present Colonial Treasurer sub­
mitted the accounts, the surplus estimated 
by the hon. member for St. Leonards, Mr. 
Burns, had vanished into thin air. The 
hon. member for St. Leonards characterised 
the deficit as a monument of Dibbs ex­
travagance ; but he thought the mannet• 
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in which it had been dealt with and the 
inability to reduce it, furnished a monu­
ment of free-trade incapacity-he might 
even use the term imbecility. He wished 
to bring .under notice that in the year 1887 
there were no loan bills authorised by 
Parliament. ·whatever expenditnre took 
place was expenditure which had to be 
defrayed out of the consolidated revenue, 
and that expedient which had been too 
frequently resorted to by colonial trea­
surers, of introducing loan bills to raise 
funds to enable them to carry on works 
which should be paid for out of the con­
solidated revenue, was not adopted in 1887. 
The facts he had stated would have special 
significance as to how the finances of the 
country should be dealt with in view of 
the importance that must attach to the 
proposal to borrow money for works that 
were not of a reproductive character. In 
lt:;88 the bon. member for St. Leonards, 
Mr. Burns, made another statement, show­
ing a surplus; and it appeared from that 
statement of accounts that the country 
was living well within its income; but he 
might draw attention to the fact that 
the bon. member showed in the budget 
speech for 1887, not only that the country 
was living within its income, but that 
we should have a magnificent surplus at 
the end of the year. Instead of that, how­
eve!', there was an adverse balance of great 
magnitude at the end of the year. He 
could submit the strongest proof of the posi­
tion that he took up, that the country was 
not living within its income in 1887. The 
bon. member for St. Leonarda being new to 
the Treasury, and to what he might call the 
political tricks of his office, went through 
the year 1887 without providing by loan 
bills to cover expenditure which ought to 
be defrayed out of the consolidated re­
venue; but in his second year he had 
learnt by experience, and whilst he still 
showed a fairly satisfactory balance-sheet, 
he was determined that there should not 
be a result so adverse as that which he 
obtain·ed in 1887. He therefore adopted 
the practice of .-inviting Parliament to 
allow him to borrow money to construct 
works which he had not money in the 
consolidated revenue fund to pay for. 
It would be the easiest thing in the world 
to show a satisfactory balance-sheet in any 
business if the person conducting the busi­
ness were allowed to borrow as much as 

[ J1b·. Gar van. 

he thought fit, and not to include the 
amount in the balance-sheet at the end of 
the year. The position which he took up 
was this : that the amount of borrowed 
money expended on public works was not 
shown in the public accounts at the end 
of the year. The budget statement of the 
finances did not <;leal with t.he expenditure 
of borrowed money. The colonial treasurer 
of the day was, therefore, at liberty, and 
he exercised that liberty ·with wonderful 
freedom, to defray, out of loans, expenditure 
which should come out of the consolidated 
rev~nue, and that expenditure was totally 
ignored in the budget speech, so that the 
statement submitted to Parliament at the 
end of each year was of a most fallacious 
character. The bon. member for St. Leo­
nards, 1\ir. Burns, showed in his statement 
in 1888 that the colony was apparently 
living within its income; but he had re­
sorted to the expedient of borrowing money 
for a number of public works, which were 
of necessity forced upon the ministers 
of the· day. In 1888 the bon. member 
obtained from Parliament authority to 
borrow money to the extent of £1,190,000 
for works of an unreproductive character, 
for works the cost of which should have 
been charged to the consolidated revenue. 
He was, consequently, able to show a sur­
plus at the end of the year; but he had 
obtained that surplus under most unsatis­
factory conditions, so far as the future wel­
fare of the country was concerned. In 
1888 the bon. member for St. Leonards, 
in his financial statement, showed an esti­
mated surplus ot £329,965. At the end 
of the year the present Colonial Treasurer, 
in dealing with the finances of that year, 
and separating them from various conflict­
ing accounts, showed a surplus of £51,000. 
But he would impress upon the minds of 
bon. members that that surplus was only 
a nominal one, because to show it there 
had been ignored items of expenditure to 
the extent of £1,190,000 for public works 
which were properly chargeable against the 
consolidated revenue, but for which the 
Colonial Treasurer had obtained the author­
ity of Parliament to borrow the money. 
In order that there should be no doubt 
about it he would refer to the loan bill 
under .which that authority was given. On 
24th July, 1888, a loan bill was passed in 
this House covering. a number of these 
items. which he maintained in any sound 
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dealings with the finances of this country 
should be defrayed from the consolidated 
revenue. The colonial treasurer of the dav 
should not shirk his responsibility, and 
throw upon succeeding colonial treasurers, 
and upon posterity, the debt and the obli­
gation of having to pay interest upon the 
capital that he borrowed in order to tide 
him over the difficulties of his financial 
:vear. Of the works that he referred to 
~s included in that loan ·bill-one was 

· an item for " warlike materials ordered 
from England, £250,000"; and another 
was for "warlike stores, new submarine 
mining and electric light, stores, boats, 
&c., £22,280." It only required to point 
to any of these items to show that 
they were not fit or proper ones to be 
charged against the permanent debt of the 
colony ; but obligations that attached un­
doubtedly to the every-day life of the colony 
-obligations that in a sound and healthy 
dealing with the finances of the country 
should have been defrayed from the con­
solidated revenue, and should have ap­
peared in the balance-sheet of the year 
submitted to Parliament by the Colonial 
Treasurer in his budget speech. Among 
those items which authority was given 
to the hon. member for St. Leonards, . 
Mr. Burns, to borrow, and which in the 
generosity of the Government they de­
cided to carry out, he found "dredge and 
punts to be used first on the Myall River, 
£8,000 "; and no one would ever say that 
that was a warrantable item on which to 
base the public debt of this colony. It was 
entirely unproductive-under no circum­
stances or conditions could it possibly be 
reproductive. The very nature of it was 
fleeting, and so opposed to permanency, 
that it was unquestionably a charge which 
should have been defrayed out of the con­
solidated revenue of the colony. Take 
another item-" towards improving the 
navigation of the Darling and the Mur-

. rum bid gee Rivers, £20,000." The govern-
ment of the day, recognising the fair claims 
for that expenditure, rightly assented to 
the carrying out of those public works ; 
but they failed to discharge an important 
duty connected with them-the only duty 
that ir:volved statesmanlike action and 
capacity in connection with the carrying 
out of those public works-and that was 
to provide from legitimate taxation, to 
provide from the consolidated revenue of 

the country, funds to pay for those public 
works. Another item was-" Australian 
Museum-extension, £12,000." 

Mr. McMILLAN : Cannot we leave this 
debate on loan matters till we get to the 
loan estimates ~ 

Mr. GARY AN pointed out that he had 
been much disappointed in not having had 
an opportunity to deal with this subject 
before. The Colonial Treasurer ·was well 
aware that it was a subject in which for 
years he had taken a great deal of interest, 
and he felt himself under an obligation to 
deal with it now. 

Mr. McMILLAN : There was some diffi­
culty last night owing to the lateness of 
the hour about beginning a general dis­
cussion. But I think now we will get 
through with the Appropriation Bill, and 
practically the loan estimates are the only 
ones to which we shall have to give our 
attention. I myself should like to make 
a short speech on the general principles 
connected with the loan account, and I 
should be very glad, with the consent of the 
Committee, to devise some means by which 
the hon. member would have an oppor­
tunity of making a succinct statement on 
this very important matter when the hon. 
member would have a proper audience. 
It is scarcely decent or fair that he should 
be addressing empty benches, and in fair­
ness to the hon. gentleman I would sug­
gest that he should make his speech when 
he is fresh and vigorous. It is a thing 
that requires close attention, and I do not 
think he is doing himself justice. I should 
be very glad if the House agreed to give 
him, as well as myself, an opportunity to 
speak generally on the policy of loans. 

Mr. GARVAN was very much obliged 
to the Colonial Treasurer for his courtesy, 
and had no doubt that the hon. gentle­
man made the offer in all sincerity ; but 
having had so much difficulty in arriving 
at this stage of the proceedings when he 
could make this statement he regretted he 
could not, in justice to himself and to the 
importance of the subject, delay it any 
longer. ·when the subject was before the 
Committee last the very form in which it 
was submitted, and the rnles, as they 
were interpreted by the Chairman, pre­
cluded his dealing with it in the general 
and comprehensive manner which he pro­
posed, and was at liberty now to adopt .. 
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The CHAIR)IAN : The Colonial Treasurer 
has expressed a desire to enter into a 
general statement as to the loan policy, 
and there can be no objection, when the 
loan estimates are under consideration, to 
the Colonial Treasurer following that 
course. If he takes that course on Tues­
day, when the loan estimates are before 
the Committee, the hon. member for Eden 
will be at liberty to discuss the subject fully. 

Mr. GARVAN preferred to deal with 
the matter now. He was referring to 
those items for works unquestionably of 
great public utility, and which it was. 
unquestionably the duty or a government 
to carry out; but which were of such a 
character that they should never come within 
the category of works upon which the per­
manent debt of the country should be 
based. Among the items was, " fortifica­
tions and defence works generally, fur­
ther sum, £125,000." Another item was, 
" towards completion of buildings and 
other works in connection with naval sta­
tions, £165,000." In looking through the 
estimates of expenditure of Great Britain, 
he found that, notwithstanding the enor­
mous expenditure recurring year after 
year, with almost unerring certainty, for 
the maintenance of the naval and military 
establishments, the national debt of Eng­
land was not increased for that purpose, 
but was gradually and repeatedly being 
reduced. Here, where we were not in 
a state of preparedness for war, where 
we were not under the panic or danger 
of an immediate war, where we were 
not in actual conflict with anybody, these 
works of a military character were items 
that above all others should be abso· 
lutely provided for by the minister of the 
day out of consolidated revenue. There 
was too great a tendency to readily and 
lavishly expend money for purposes of 
armament when it entailed no difficulty on 
the part of the colonial treasurer who as­
sented to the expenditure. But it was a 
wholesome and sound check that none of 
that expense for military and warlike pur­
posBs should be assented to by Parliament 
except upon the basis that the colonial 
treasurer of the day should provide the 
funds from the consolidated revenue. That 
imposed a wholesome and natural check on 
the tendency to extravagance on the part 
of the colonial treasurer or the government 
of the clay ; but, give the Government, as 

[Mr. Garvan. 

they had been claiming during 1888, carte­
blanche to expend money in warlike arma­
ments, and give them authority to borrow 
every shilling to defray their obligations 
under that head, and you encouraged the 
danger of running into militarism. There 
were other items of expenditure such as 
".Lighthouse, Smoky Cape, £18,000," 
" Purchase of site for court-house, Parra­
matta, £8,675/' "General Post Office, 
further sum for additional :works, £7,000." 
Now, with reference to lighthouses, while 
they were in all civilised countries un­
questionably works tlmt claimed the con­
sideration of every government, and which 
could not be refused by any government 
in office, still he claimed that they were 
not public works of that reproductive char­
acter which warranted the borrowing of 
money to construct them. Take the other 
item-" Purchase of site for court-house, 
Parramatta, £8,675." He contended it 
was absolutely a wrong principle to bor­
row money for such a. purpose as that. 
Originally all the land belonged to the 
Government of this country. This land 
was alienated, sold by the Crown, and the 
proceeds of sales, large or small, passed 
into the consolidated revenue of the coun­
try at the time, and had been expended in 
carrying on the ordinary government of 
the country. He maintained that no mat­
ter how much the land might have im­
proved in value, the proceeds of its sale 
having once passed into the consolidated 
revenue, if any government afterwards re­
quired the land for any public purpose it 
should be bought back by the government 
and be paid for out of the very same fund 
that received the money for which origin­
ally the land was sold. The soundness of 
this contention must be apparent to every 
hon. member who gave any consideration 
to the question ; otherwise, if it was 
recognised as a sound principle that the 
Government could sell any portion of its 
public estate and use the proceeds of that 
sale for consolidated revenue purposes, it 
could have a sale to-day and buy to-mor­
row, using the proceeds of the sale one 
day for consolidated revenue and buying 
on the following day '1iith money bor­
rowed to pay for the property. By bring­
ing the two transactions into juxtaposition 
the utter absurdity of the principle adopted 
must manifest itself to every member of 
the Assembly. If there were a gap of a 
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few months or a few years 1)etween the· 
two transactions that fact in no way les­
sened the soundness of his contention; 
and that principle had been growing. As.: 
suming that Parliament would consent to· 
the proposal of the Minister to borrow 
money,, the Minister had invited Parlia­
ment, and never without success, to bor­
row money to carry out that character of 
works; The result had been a growing 
tendency to run into debt. In the loan 
bill, to which he had referred, were items 
of· expenditure under the head of " Roads 
and Bridges." He did not think that· 
there was one man in this Committee, he 
did not think there was any one in the 
colony, who had given consideration to 
this subject, who would say that the bor­
rowing of money for the purpose of the 
construction of roads and bridges was not 
an unsound and d~ngerous course of con­
duct' with reference to finance. But a 
large proportion of the expenditure voted 
on our estimates and from the consolidated 
revenue every year was for items similar 
to those in that bill. There was no lin~ 
of demarcation to indicate for what char­
acter of works the Minister would be 
warranted in borrowing, and for what 
other class of works he must provide out 
of consolidated revenue. He did not find 
that any healthy or intelligible line of 
demarcation had ever been recognised by 
the Colonial Treasurer. In fact tlie only 
line that had guided the Colonial Trea­
surer as to whether he should or should 
not borrow money was whether he had suffi­
cient funds in the consolidated revenue to 
carry out work which was of an urgent 
character. It must be apparent to mem­
bers of the Committee that that system 
of dealing with the public finances-that 
system of paying for one set of roads and 
bridges out of consolidated revenue, and 
of paying for other roads and bridges out 
of loan funds-was a most dangerous and 
anomalous one. In one loan bill, for roads 
and bridges alone, authority was given to 
the Colonial Treasurer last year to borrow 
money amounting to £152,000. For those 
and several other items of that sort, amount­
ing in the aggregate to £1,190,000, autho­
rity was given last year to borrow money,. 
and the hon. member for St. Leo nards, Mr. 
Burns, and after him the present Colonial 
Treasurer, when submitting to Parliament 
and to the country a balance-sheet for the 

past year, entirely ignored, in preparing 
the balance-sheet, that sum of £1,190,000. 
There was a pretended surplus of £51,000 
as submitted by the present Colonial Trea­
surer-a pretended surplus, which in re­
ality was no surplus at alL For instead of 
the expenditure and the revenue for the 
year 1888 producing the favourable result 
of a credit balance of £51,000, there was 
borrowed and charged against loan votes 

· for that year a number of items. which he 
had detailed to the Committee, and which 
no reasonable man could contend were 
items which it was warrantable to charge 
against the permanent public debt of this 
colony. While there. was nominally a 
credit balance of £51,000, in reality there 
was a deficiency of upwards of £1,100,000 
for 1888. In the previous year it was dealt 
with in a fairly business-like manner. In 
his review of the accounts the present 
Colonial Treasurer showed upon that year's 
working of the revenue and the expen­
diture a deficiency of £947,000, and he 
pointed out how very reasonably and fairly, 
he could have largely added to that ad­
verse balance · by taking from charges 
made against the year 1886 a number 
of items for works carried out in 1887, 
and which more properly should have been 
charged against that year. This was a 
subJect of undoubtedly alarming magni­
tude and importance ; for he had shown 
that while for the year 1888 it was made 
to appear that there was a small credit 
balance, that credit balance had been 
brought about only by adding to the per-. 
manent debt of the country £1,190,000 
for works that in their very nature and 
essence were works'that should have been 
paid out of and charged against the con­
solidated revenue of the country for toot 
year. Among the items was one which 
he had not yet referred to, namely, "com­
pletion of the Lands Office, £160,000." 
From the public estate of this colony we 
received a princely revenue, averaging up­
wards of £2,300,000. From the public 
lands of this colony there was derived a 
larger revenue in proportion to our popu­
lation than was derived in any other coun­
try known to him on the face of the globe, 
so far as his research could enable him to 
discover. He was certain that he stood 
o~ the highest possible ground when he 
said that it was an unsound principle that 
that portion of our land revenue which 
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was the result of the sales of public estate· 
should be used for the ordinary purposes 
of government. But notwithstanding the 
fact that we received that magnificent 
revenue into the public treasury, and 
used every shilling of the £2,300,000 in 
carrying on the ordinary obligations of 
every-day government, yet we actually 
borrowed in England the money to build 
our Lands Office. This item, with the 
other items he had brought under the 
notice of the Committee, was excluded 
from the annual statement of our accounts. 
He asked hon. members approaching this 
subject with a desire to build up a sound 
system of finance upon which to conduct 
the affairs of state of this young colony, 
was that a sound principle to establish­
was that a sound principle to hand down~ 
While obligations were coming in against 
the consolidated revenue- obligations 
which he admitted were so weighty and 
incumbent that they could not be ignored 
-the government of the day, from year to 
year, were constantly running the country 
more into debt in order that they might 
be free from the necessity of providing 
funds legitimately for carrying ·out those 
obligations. There was another loan bill 
also assented to on the 24th July, that 
contained within it elements quite as de­
batable, and quite as unsound in principle 
as the ones he had been condemning. 
[Committee cotmted.J There was another 
class of expenditure equally objectionable 
from the standpoint he took-another class 
of expenditure which should receive con­
sideration when the items came before 
Parliament. He referred to the renewal 
of our loan bills, under which for the con­
struction of public works authorised at 
the time, money was borrowed on de­
bentures of certain periods, but running 
generally thirty years. When those bills 
fell clue it became the obligation of Parlia­
ment to carefully, and in the most business­
like manner, review them before allowing 
the Colonial Treasurer to renew them ; 
and while he was prepared to admit that 
the Colonial Treasurer should be allowed to 
renew bills to a very considerable extent, 
and in all cases where there was a tangible 
reproductive asset to represent them, he 
would yet submit this to the Committee:: 
that when money had originally been 
borrowed for the construction of a public 
work-perhaps justifiably in the poor state 
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of· the country at the time-if when the 
bill became. clue we found that the building 
or asset for which the money had been 
borrowed had ceased to exist, it would be 
exceedingly unsound, and entirely unwar­
rantable in any business-like review of the 
obligations of ·Parliament and of minis­
ters, to allow the Government tore-borrow 
the full amount. [Committee counted. J 
Many of the items to which he referred 
had been borrowed for works of which 
there was now not a vestige remaining ; 
and he claimed that it was unqnest.ionably 
an obligation of the colonial treasurer of 
the day when those bills became clue, to 
carefully go over every asset represented 
by the borrowed money, and where an asset 
had ceased to exist, to pay the amount out 
of the consolidated revenue when the bills 
fell due, and only renew such portion of 
the public debt which had fallen due as was 
still represented by tangible assets. Take, 
for instance, the Loan Bill of 23 Victpria, 
No. 10, to the renewal of which Parliament 
was asked to assent. Parliament was asked 
to assent to its renewal to the full extent 
of the money originally borrowed. Let 
us review some of the works upon which 
that money had been expended. One of 
the items was "Glebelslandpunts,£1,882." 
The money was borrowed thirty years ago, 
and the punts ceased to exist years ago. 
The bill had fallen due, and he maintained 
that that portion of the bill represent­
ing the punts should now be defrayed 
out of consolidated revenue, and it was an 
utterly unsound principle to permit the 
Colonial Treasurer to renew the bill to 
the full extent of the original loan. 
Another item was, "Harbour defences, 
£2,4 25." Ariy harbour defences con­
structed thirty years ago were now en­
tirely without value. The very nature of 
that expenditure in almost any country, 
and particularly our original expenditure 
under the head of harbour defence, made 
such works to-day that character of asset 
upon which we should not be watTanted 
in building up our public debt. It 
must be apparent that those works, con­
structed thirty years ago, were absolutely 
valueless as a harbour defence at the 
present time, and on that ground alone 
it was not warrantable, or in accordance 
with the sound principles of finance, or. 
in due recognition of the obligations of a• 
statesman, to renew the bill and make the 
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amount part of the funded debt of the 
country on the basis of an asset that years 
ago ceased to be of any value. Another 
item was, "Additions to works at Fort 
l\'Iacquarie, £4,500." This was exactly of 
the same character as the one to which he 
had just referred. 'While all those bills 
had fallen due the colonial treasurer of the 
day had shirked the responsibility that at­
tached to his office, and had asked and ob­
tained the sanction of Parliament to borrow 
the full amount of the money, though there 
;vas no asset to represent the money bor­
rowed. I twas by a system such us that that 
the colonial treasurer of the day had been 
enabled to show a credit balance at the end 
of each year. But what was the use of a 
credit balance if we were running largely 
into debt~ It was merely blindfolding 
our eyes to the weightier portions of our 
expenditure-to those weighty portions of 
the expenditure that were obligations 
against the consolidated revenue. If the 
credit balance was only brought about by 
closing our eyes to that expenditure, and 
leaving out of consideration every shilling 
of the cost of those works, was it a satis­
factory statement of accounts at the end 
of the year~ vVhat value could be at­
tached by any man '~ith the slightest busi­
ness conception, to a statement either 
of the country's finances or of his own 
business, if it showed an apparent credit 
balance of a moderate amount, but when he 
investigated it he found there had been 
omitted from the other side of the ledger 
large and weighty disbursements 1 \Vhat 
ec1.rthly use would a balance-sheet of that 
character be to him ?. V\T ould it not be not 
only of no use, but absolutely misleading 
to the person who used it; and had not the 
annual statement of accounts submitted 
to Parliament and to thfl country been an 
absolute delusion 1 Had it not been an 
absolute fraud upon the people of this 
country, deluding them into the idea that 
they were living within their income, 
when they were in reality largely exceed­
ing it 1 [Committee counted.] In some of 
the loan bills we renewed last year, or were 
asked to renew this year, were some items 
actually for the construction of works not 
within the colony of New South vVales at 
the present moment. Some of them were 
for snagging and clearing some of the 
Queensland rivers. He contended that it 
was unsound originally to borrow money 

18 z 

for such a character of work ; and now· 
that the bill had fallen due after thirty 
years' currency, it was certainly incumbent,. 
in any sound or proper dealing with the 
finances of the colony, that the full amount 
should be paid out of the consolidated 
revenue. It was entirely unsound and 
absolutely disgraceful in the financial 
management of the affairs of the state that 
bills should be renewed on assets that had 
no existence within the colony at the pre­
Rent moment. It was almost absolute dis­
honesty to renew a bill on such an asset 
as that; but, leaving the question of dis­
honesty out of consideration, it was in­
stituting a system of finance in the colony 
that must eventuallv result in disaster of 
a very grave kind." Another item was 
"towards clearing the channel of the Mur­
i'umbidgee River, £1,000." The clear­
ing of a i·iver thirty years ago from snags. 
was not a work of a permanent character,. 
for in the course of months or years snags. 
as numerous as those removed would oc­
cupy their places. Perhaps, in the im-­
poverished state of the colony thirty or­
forty years ago, it might have been justi­
fiable to borrow money for the clearing of·· 
the Murrumbidgee River; but when the­
bill for £1,000 fell due, the work was not 
a justifiable basis on which to continue the. 
public debt of the country. Owing to 
the loose, slip-shod manner in which we 
had allowed the finances of the colony to 
be conducted, and to the manner in which 
we had permitted colonial treasurers from 
year to year to submit balance-sheets to 
this House, all those items of expenditure­
had been defrayed from loan votes, and 
every one of them had been excluded from 
the annual statement of accounts. What 
would we think of the statement of a colo­
nial treasurer lilce his hon. friend, the pre­
sent occupant of that office, with his busi-­
ness-like knowledge and experience, if he 
presented a balance-sheet to this Bouse of 
last year's finances of the colony, and 
claimed t-hat we had lived within our in­
come, when in connection with expenditure 
for the colony for last year large numbers 
of items were entirely disregarded in the 
balance-sheet 1 Unquestionably the Come 
mittee should know the real state of the 
public finances ; and the "fool's paradise" 
in which we lived, imagining that our 
revenue was sufficient to meet every obli­
gation, should be broken into at once. 
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The manhood of the colony should approach 
the subject and deal with it in a vigorous; 
manly manner ; and though some of his 
opponents were never tired of attributing 
to him only a desire to injure the country, 
he claimed that it was the first duty of 
a man who loved his country to inquire 
and know exactly how it stood. I£ there 
was any business in which we had a great 
interest, our first duty in connection with 
it was to examine carefully, honestly, and 
with the best commercial instincts, the 
balance-sheet of tlutt business. [Committee 
co~mted.] He had now spoken as long as was 
necessary in placing the state of the public 
finances for the last year before the Com­
mittee. He hadsbown that, in 1887, when 
the expedient ·was not resorted to by the 
inexperienced Colonial Treasurer of that 
year of borrowing money in order to make 
his accounts balance, and of borrowing 
money for purposes for which money 
ought never to be borrowed, there was an 
actual deficit of £947,000. This statement 
he made on the authority of the pr~sent 
Colonial Treasurer, and also upon docu­
ments submitted to Parliament. In the 

·succeeding year of 1888, however, though 
the statement of accounts · nominally 

.showed a very small surplus, yet, in reality, 
recognising the true obligations at the end 
of that year, there was a deficiency of 
great magnitude-of greater magnitude, 
in fact, than in 1887. There was again a 
proposal made to allow the Colonial Trea­
surer to continue the same unsound prin­
ciple this year. That principle was prac­
ticed last year, and by reason of its practice 
the Colonial Treasurer was enabled to 
show a small credit balance. Following 
in the wake of his predecessor, the present 
occupant of the office proposed this year to 
borrow, on a very much larger scale than 
.the past Colonial Treasurer, for works of 
an .unproductive character. The Colonial 
Treasurer, in submitting, as he had done, 
a review of the actual reYenue and expen­
diture of the year, as far as it had gone, 
and a statement of what it would be at 
the end of the year, estimated that there · 
would be a credit balance at the end of 
the year of £25,000. The Colonial Trea­
·surer was about to practice this much-to­
be-condemned system of borrowing for 
·works ·of a non-reproductive character. 
-He was proposing to borrow these sums of 
moD.ey, startling in their magnitude,· fo.~· 

[Mr. Garvan. 

works which, beyond all question, we were 
not justified in charging against loan votes. 
These works bad been proposed, and had 
been gone on with, and, recognising his 
obligation to the country, the Colonial 
Treasurer intended borro\ving 1uoney in 
England, and entirely excluding from the 
balance-sheet he had roughly submitted to 
Parliament every shilling of the large sums 
he would now bring under notice. He 
intended, at a later stage, to refer to the 
neighbouring colony of Victoria, in order 
to show how, in connection with works of 
an exactly similar kind, the Victorian 
Parliament dealt with obligations \vhich 
we proposed to deal with by allowing the 
Colonial Treasurer to borrow the money. 
He would show now upon what lines the 
Colonial Treasurer estimated a credit bal­
ance of £25,000 at the end of the year. He 
would take first the item of £1,000,000, 
which the Colonial Treasurer had asked 
Parliament to allow him to borrow, and 
for what purpose ~ 

Mr. Mcl\'hLLAN rose to a point of order. 
He desired a ruling on the question as to 
whether this item of £1,000,000 on the 
loan estimates was a proper subject to be 
debated in connectirm with the Appropria­
tion Bill~ 

Mr. GARVAN was under the impression 
that in dealing with finance he would be 
allowed the fullest latitude. 

1\fr. li'Icl\fiLLAN : Before the hon. mem­
ber resumes I would like to make a per­
sonal explanation. As no doubt the extra­
ordinary proceedings of the House have 
been keenly watched by the outside pub­
lic, I think that I, as the Minister in 
charge of the financial business, owe the 
duty to myself, the Government, the 
House, and the country, to state as lucidly 
as I can the position in which we find our­
selves, and how we find ourselves in that 
extraordinary position. Last night when 
we were discussing the loans account, and 
when it was generally perceived that no 
good result could come from a pro­
longed discussion, the hon. member for 
Boorowa occupied the floor. A. distinct 
understanding was come to, and the 
leader of the Opposition, who came into 
the Chamber immediately afterwards, de­
cidedly acquiesced in the arrangement, 
that if we agreed to defer the debate on the 
loan estimates until next week, and that 
the Appropriation Bill should be allowed .to 
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go through practically as a formal matter. 
One of the arguments adduced by the 
hon. member for Boorowa when debating 
the question of paying the civil servants, 
was that we had really passed the esti­
mates, and that the Appropriation Bill 
was purely a formality. We then moved 
the Chairman out of the chair, and got 
back into the House. Then, Mr. Speaker, 
reported certain matters connected with 
the arrest of the hon. member for West 
Macquarie. We . could then· very fairly, 
for we had a majority in the House, have 
dissented from the debate regarding the 
position of the hon. member for West 
Macquarie intercepting the Appropriation 
Bill; but feeling satisfied that the debate 
must take place sooner or later that even­
ing, and feeling satisfied with the com­
pact we had made with hon. members op­
posite, we allowed that debate to intervene 
in the full assurance that passing the Ap­
propriation Bill would be practically a 
formal matter. Now, what was the re­
sult 1 After the debate upon the hon. 
member for West Macquarie had ended 
we went into Committee of Ways and 
Means. It then appeared evident that 
there was to be a long debate upon this 
Appropriation Bill, because, forsooth, we 
would not agree with the proposition of 
the hon. gentlemen opposite regarding the 
way we should deal with the hon. member 
who has been the source of a great deal 
of this annoyance and loss of time. The 
position then was this : That the gentle­
man who had been adjudged guilty of con­
tempt in this House, and placed in the 
hands of the Serjeant-at-Arms, was still 
the cause of delaying the progress of busi­
ness. Vvhat was the next thing 1 The 
hon. member for Eden, after having agreed 
tacitly-if there is any agreement to be 
made amongst hon. members opposite­
to the postponement of the loan estimates, 
deliberately came to the table with a mass 
of material for a two or three hours' 
speech, as he himself confessed, not on the 
Appropriation Bill, but on the loan pro­
posals. Now, I say that we have been un­
fairly treated by members on the opposite 
side of the House, and I say distinctly on 
behalf of the Government, that whatever 
may be the result of this sitting, if we sit 
continuously for a week, we will have no 
more compacts with the other side of the 
House. vVe will leave the country and 

the respectable, intelligent members on 
the other side to decide between us and 
our opponents. Now, I have stated abso­
lute facts, and I am willing to stand by 
them in every particular. The fact that 
the Appropriation Bill has not been 
passed, and that the civil servants still 
remain unpaid, must be left on the 
shoulders of the Opposition. 

Mr. DIBBS was at a loss to understand 
what the speech of the Colonial Treasurer 
was intended for. Did the hon. gentle­
man intend that it should appear in the 
first edition of the evening papers ~ 

Mr. McMILLAN: I do not care so long 
as I have done my duty ! 

Mr. DIBBS said the Opposition had a 
· duty to perform too, and that duty they 

would perform if they sat the whole week. 
The public out of doors were the best 
judges whethE\r they were doing their 
duty. The hon. gentleman said that the 
Government would have no more compacts 
with the other side. The hon. gentleman 
and his chief were notoriously fond of 
setting up imaginary arrangements made 
with the Opposition. We heard from the 
Premier that a compact was made with the 
Opposition that the prorogation should 
take place last Friday week. 

Sir HENRY PARKES : I said the arrange­
ment was made by the House, not by that 
side! 

Mr. DIBBS : That was to say that the 
House had entered into a compact with 
the Premier to smuggle through the busi­
ness of Parliament. The Opposition was 
insulted by the Colonial Treasurer's state­
ment that there had been some compact 
which had been broken. He had repu­
diated last night the Premier's effort to 
thrust upon the Opposition the charge 
that they had broken the compact with 
regard to the prorogation, and he now 
thrust back into the teeth of the Colonial 
Treasurer his impudent assertion that a 
compact was made by hon. members on 
the Opposition side with regard to the 
Appropriation Bill. 

Mr. SLATTERY wished to say that he had 
distinctly stated that he would follow the 
leader of the Opposition in whatever he 
did. He had understood that an arrange­
ment had been made with the Government 
that business should be allowed to pro­
ceed. He was in no way responsible for 
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the present state of affairs. How could 
he dare, or presume to enter irito any com­
pact without the authority. of his leader~ 

Mr. l\icMrLLAN: The bon. member will 
perhaps explain to this Committee how it 
'\Vas that he stopped the speech which he 
himself allowed was to be carried on for a 
certain purpose 1 How was it that he 
stopped that speech, that the Committee 
got into a good humour, and that the 
Chairman left the chair~ 

Mr. SLATTERY had been acting in the 
most perfect good faith, believing that the 
whol~ matter would be arranged. More 
than that, he was out of the Chamber· 
when his motion, "That the Chairman· 
leave the chair," was put and negatived on 
the voices. The press and Hansard would 
have it recorded that he said over and over 
again that whatever his leader would agree 
to he would agree to. In reply to some 
interjections to the effect that he was act­
ing in opposition to some vote which had 
been come to in the Opposition room, he 
stated that be had nothing to do with any 
vote, he would follow the leader of the 
Opposition. He had no power to make 
any compact. He was very anxious in­
deed that the matter should terminate in 
a friendly way, and he would appeal to 
hon. members if he had not done all in his 
power to bring that abo.ut. 

Mr. Dmns rose for the purpose of re­
pudiating the charge that any compact was 
entered into. The House adjourned for 
half an hour for the purpose of allowing 
the Opposition to consult with each other 
as to what course they should follow, 
and the course they decided upon was 

'to ask the Government not to press for 
a long sitting, and they would consent to 
the House meeting on Monday next for the 
purpose of passing the Appropriation Bill 
and the loan estimates. That was bow 
the matter stood. 'What was the meaning 
of all this talk about the civil servants 1 
The Opposition agreed that the civil ser­
vants should be paid to-day, and t.hey re­
pudiated the charge that they were delay­
ing the payment of the civil servants. If 
the Government had had any pluck, they 
would have paid the civil servants on the 
lst of the month, and the House would 
have indemnified them. The Opposition 
would join in any indemnity that the Go­
vernment required for the payment of the 
civil serva~ts, S? they must not be held up 

[.ilfr. Slatte1·y. 

before the public as being responsible for 
the civil servants going without their pay. 
The Opposition were not going to fail in their 
duty because the civil servants \vere kept 
out of their money, in order that the Go­
vernment' might throw the responsibility 
on their shoulders. It was an utter ab­
surdity on the part of the Government to 
try to throw it upon their shoulders: Last 
year, when they wanted to pay £275,000 
for the purchase of Campbell's ·wharf, 
they did it without wai.ting for a vote of 
the House. They paid money for the 
purchase of certain lands in Parramatta, 
to some gentleman named Taylor, without 
waiting for a vote of the House. They 
could take all the responsibility of things 
of that sort, but they pretended to be 
afraid to take the responsibility of paying 
the civil servants. Let anybody look at 
the supplementary estimates and see the 
hundreds of thousands of pounds that had 
been paid without any vote of the House. 
All those things they could do when they 
bad some political object in view; but now 
they thought it was a good popular cry 
that the civil servants were not paid be­
cause of the action of the Opposition. It 
was because of the action of the Govern­
ment in endeavouring by means of the 
gag to force money out of the Treasury in 
a manner which was never attempted in 
this colony before. He hoped such a thing 
would never be attempted again-that the 
gag should be used for the purpose of tak­
ing money out of the Treasury to pay 
friends of the Colonial Secretary. He 
hoped we would shortly have the honor 
of going bElfore our constituents, and then, 
of course, the cry would be that the Oppo­
sition had prevented the civil servants 
from getting their money. Civil servants 
were too intelligent to be taken in by 
claptrap of that kind, seeing that if there 
was <tnything to be paid for land specula­
tions or wharf purchases, or if any favoured 
individual was to get fees out of the public 
funds, the Government never scrupled to 
take the money. The Government existed 
for carrying on the administrative func­
tions of the country, and if they had cour­
age they would take the responsibility of 
doing so on their own shoulders. If they 
did what was right they could come boldly 
to the HousE\ and get an indemnity. When 
the Government of which he had the honor 
to be the heaa was formed, they found no 
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provision for the civil servants. The Pre­
mier wrote to him, through his Excellency 
.the Governor, offering to provide supplies 
fot· the incoming Government. He· ac­
cepted the Premier's offer, and asked for 
three months' supply, which Sir Henry 
Parkes agreed to give ; and he thanked 
Sir Henry Parkes by letter, through his 
Excellency the Governor, for the kind 
ofrer. After all that, he got a letter from 
Sir Henry Parkes saying that his col­
leagues did not approve of the arrange­
ment he had made; but that they would 
give supply for a shorter time. He con­
sented to take supply for a shorter period, 
provided the advance account for the year 
was thrown in to enable the incoming Go­
vernment to pay any outstanding engage­
ments of the late Government. The House 
would remember that his hon. friend, the 
present Colonial Treasurer, Mr. McMillan, 
headed the partv on that occasion who 
refused to give the incoming Government 
supply, under the idea that they would 
thrust out of office a government that had 
never been sworn in. In justice to the 
Premier he would say he did not believe 
that hon. member was any party to it. 
The young colts ran away with the posi­
tion. The . Premier asked the House to 
give the incoming Government supply; 
but his young friends, new to political life 
and office, refused the incoming Govern­
ment that courtesy and that right. 

Mr. SLATTERY : After a caucus at the 
Royal Hotel ! 

Mr. Dmns: The same hon. members 
were now claiming sympathy with the civil 
service; but then they endeavoured to 
choke the Government before it was fairly 
formed, and the civil service, as far as 
they were concerned, might have gone to 
the devil. What did the new Govern­
ment do un.der the circumstances~ They 
took upon themselves the responsibility 
of taking the public funds, and meeting 
the publ~c engagements, and paying the 
civil servants without a vote. Some mem­
bers of the Cabinet were in one place and 
some in another; so they held a cabinet 
meeting through the telegraph office-the 
most curious cabinet meeting, he sup­
posed, ever held in the )\'Orld-at 'vhich 
they decided to pay the civil servants at 
all costs, and to ask the House for an in­
demnity. They took the money and paid 
:the civil servants, and the House gave 

them an indemnity. Why could not this 
Government do the same~ The trick was 
palpable. "vVe will not pay the civil 
servants; the responsibility rests with the 
Opposition." The leaders of the fly-away 
party did not care a rap for the civil ser­
vants when the new Government was be­
ing formed. They all remembered the 
cheers when they carried a vote of censure 
against a government which had not been 
sworn in. Then his hon. friend, in the 
best broadcloth, was seen hovering about 
the precincts of Government House, ex­
pecting a guard of honor turning out to 
receive the incoming Premier ; but the 
Governor did not require him. Sir Henry 
Parkes was disposed of altogether. He 
had done his duty. It must be admitted 
that on that occasion Sir Henry Parkes 
manfully endeavoured to keep the promise 
he had made. Some members of Sir Henry 
Parkes' old government and the new 
"calico" party clubbed together to choke 
the Government before it was fairly 
breathing, and then the hon. member 
hovered round Government House, ex­
pecting to be sent for. On his way down 
to the Governor, he nearly ran over the 
present Colonial Treasurer ; and he be­
lieved the hon. member actually went in­
side Government House itself, so that he 
might be conveniently sent for to form a 
government. 

Mr. McMILLAN : Will the hon. memLer 
allow me to explain 1 

Mr. Dmns : They were all hovering 
about the Colonial Secretary's Office. Mr. 

. B. R. vVise was on the steps of the Co­
lonial Secretary's Office, trying to decide 
whether he would be Colonial Secretary 
or Attorney-General. His hon. friend, 
would admit that what he had said was 
perfectly true. 

Mr. McMILLAN : Perfectly true, every 
word of it! 

Mr. DmBs: Now, he would allow his 
hon. friend to explain. Let his hon. friend 
say what he was doing inside Government 
House grounds the day after having dis­
placed, as he thought, a government that 
was barely formed. 

l\'Ir. McMILLAN : This is rather a 
peculiar circumstance, and I am sor:ry, in 
some respects, that I have to explain it; 
but in justice to myself I must give a 
most explicit explanation. About two 
years ago I was down in the Pacific 
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islands on business connected, not with 
my own firm, but what I might call a 
kindred firm, vV. McArthur & Co., of 
Auckland. I visited the whole group of 
islands, including the Tongan group and 
the Samoan group, and I made out rather 
an elaborate report, especially bearing 
upon the German occupation of those 
islands. When I came back I interviewed 
the bon. the Premier, Sir Henry Parkes, 
and proposed to him, I then being a pri­
vate member, that I should move a reso­
lution in the House so as to bring what I 
considered the unwarrantable conduct of 
the German Government with regard to 
the natives of Samoa, before the people 
of this country. The Premier told me it 
was a matter entirely outside the province 
of the Government of New South Wales. 
I then went to interview Lord Carrington, 
whom I personally knew at the tin1e, and 
he asked me to put into writing the 
opinions which I l1ad given to him verb­
ally. Accordingly, I put into a long memo­
randum of several pages a sort of precis 
of the whole of the matters connected 
with the occupation of Samoa. An inter­
val of two years elapsed, .and this German 
embroglio continued. I then found that 
exactly the state of affairs that I had 
forecast had come about in those islands­
that the position of affairs, as regards the 
Germans and the nati ,-es, was exactly 
what I had foretold. There was a great 
deal of excitement in the public mind in 
connection with Samoa, and I wanted an 
opportunity of putting my opinions before 
the public of New South Wales ; but 
having written this memorandum for Lord 
Carrington I thought it would be courtesy 
to his lordship to ask his permission to 
publish it. Now, so little do I care for 
going to Government House that I did not 
call upon Lord Carrington; but I wrote 
asking him if I could publish this docu­
ment. That was a week before this unex­
pected event connected with the Ministry, 
and hon. members know that the whole 
affair happened within twenty-four hours. 
Lord Carrington wrote back to me, asking 
me if I would kindly interview him on a 
certain day a week ahead. That day, by 
a curious coincidence, was the day after 
the vote taken in this House. I called on 
Lord Carrington according to the appoint­
ment made a week before. Lord Carrington 
did not see me for half an hour ; then he 

[ .ll.fr. jlfc.ll.fillan. 

came into the room occupied by his pri­
vate secretary and said, with that genial 
look which we all k.now so well, "A 
curious thing, I haYe Mr. Dibbs in the 
other room." I then discussed the matter 
with Lord Carrington, and if I could only 
get out of the House for half an hour to 
refer to the Daily Telegraph I could show 
that the article upon Samoa and its affairs, 
which some hon. members may possibly 
recollect, appeared in the Daily Telegraph 
that week. That was the memorandum I 
had given to Lord Carrington, as the 
only party representing imperial interests 
who could deal with the question. That 
is an absolute statement of fact, and that 
accounts for the coincidence. I may say 
this, that I thank the hon. member at the 
head of the Opposition for having given 
my present chief credit for not interfering 
with supply on a previous occasion, and 
as he is at the head of this Government 
the acts of the young colts ought not to be 
thrown in his teeth. 

Mr. BRUNKER was sure that it would be 
admitted by hon. members that it was 
very seldom he took part in debates of a 
personal turn, and he would not have 
risen were it not for the laboured speech 
in which the leader of the Opposition had 
attempted to show his honesty of purpose 
in protracting the business of the country. 
He rose to say only a few words, and 
those few words would be a challenge to 
the hon. member to answer a. question he 
would put to him. He had frequently 
asked himself since somewhere about this 
time yesterday, why the public business 
should be protracted in this way; but the 
reason was clearly disclosed last night or 
during the early hours of the morning by 
the leader of the Opposition, who said to 
him, " If you will release the hon. mem­
ber for West l\'lacquarie you can get your 
appropriation bill in five minutes." If 
that was the only reason why hon. mem­
bers were detained from their business 
and from their homes ; if that was the 
only reason why the Appropriation Bill 
was not passed, there was no justification 
for it. So far as the hon. member for 
West Macquarie was concerned, in his 
opinion as a native of this country, and as 
one who represented the people in this 
Parliament, the privilege which every hon. 
member possessed of protecting and guard­
ing the institutions of this country was of 
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greater importance than either the Appro­
priation Bill or the Loan BilL In study­
ing that we were doing our best to pro­
tect the best interests of the people of this 
country, and doing our duty as representa­
tives in Parliament. His object in rising 
was to show that the propositions pro­
pounded by the leader of the Opposition 
in the speech which he had just made were 
scarcely tenable from the fact-which he 
knew the hon. member would not deny­
that the hon. member had told him last 
night that if the resolution asking for the 
release of the hon. member for West Mac­
quarie were agreed to, we could get the 
.Appropriation Bill in five minutes. 

Mr. DmBs : How clever these hon. gen­
tlemen were ! 

Mr. BRUNKER : I ask the hon. member 
to say whether that is not true 1 It is a. 
simple question, and I ask him for a simple 
answer. 

Mr. DmBs said that perhaps the bon. 
member would like to put it in the usual 
forensic style, "On your oath, sir, yes, or 
no 1" 

Mr. BRUNKER : No, I will take the hon. 
gentleman's word ! 

Mr. DrBBS said the hon. member had 
not told those hon. members who were 
absent last night that he had moved a 
resolution that the hon. member for West 
Macquarie should be released upon mak­
ing ample apology to the House. The 
hon. member might also tell those mem­
bers who were not here last night, that he 
had waived his right of reply on the Co­
lonial Treasurer informing him that it· 
would not be made a party matter. He 
-supposed hon. members opposite did. not 
intend to press a young man too severely ; 
and he waived his right of reply in the 
expectation that hon. members would not 
vote as a party. We went to division, 
and found the Government and their 
party on one side and the Opposition on 
the other. 

Sir HENRY PARKES: That is not cor­
rect! 

Mr. DIBBS : What the Secretary for 
Lands had said was perfectly true in one 
sense. He did say to the hon. member, 
in a chaffing spirit, "Release your prisoner, 
from whom you are exacting the pound of 
flesh, and we will not be hard on you with 
the Appropriation BilL" He said so then, 

but he would not say so now. The whole 
of the trouble yest.erday occurred through 
the Government trying to enforce the iron 
hand, employing the closure rules for the 
purpose of facilitating a great public job. 
He even ,induced the hon. member for 
West Macquarie, who wished to make an 
inflammatory speech against the Premier; 
to abstain from speaking; but no sooner 
had that member given up his right in 
order to allow the matter to go to a vote, 
than the hon. member for Mudgee moved 
the enforcement of the clottbre. It was the 
first time in the history of the country 
that so great an outrage had been perpe­
trated upon the Treasury. It was nothing 
short of a modified form of burglary. The 
Treasury had been looted by the Govern­
ment in order to pay Mr. John Davies. 

The· CHAIRMAN : The hon. mem her must 
withdraw the expression that the Treasury 
has been looted by the Government, be­
cause it is an aspersion upon the action of 
the House, and not the Government. 

Mr. DmBs said his words were "an at­
tempt to loot the Treasury." 

Mr. McMILLAN : It is the same thing! 
Mr. DIBBS withdrew the words, as he 

should always be found withdrawing any 
words which might admit of the slightest 
disorderly interpretat,ion. 

Mr. BRUCE SMITH would like to draw 
attention to one fact --

The CHAIRMAN : I think the Chair is 
perfectly justified now in bringing this mat­
ter of personal explanation to an end, other­
wise I would certainly suggest to the hon. 
member leading the Government that the 
House should resume, when personal ex­
planations would be more in order than in 
Committee of Ways and Means. The hon. 
member conducting the Government busi­
ness, Mr. McMillan, and the hon. member, 
the leader of the Opposition, have made 
some representations, and certain repre­
sentations made by the Secretary for Lands 
have been replied to. I think i£ any other 
hon. members enter into this matter of ex­
planation, then the reply could not be con­
fined to the leader of the OppositioJ?-. 

1\fr. GARY AN said that on the cessa­
tion of the debate this morning he had re­
viewed the financial operations of the 
years 1887 and 1888; he had shown that 
the year 1887, upon the authority of the 
presen,t Colonial Treasurer, resulted .in 
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a deficiency of £947,000. He held in his 
·hand the official document upon which 
that statement was made, dated 9th April, 
1889, under the hand and authm·ity of 
the present Coloni,tl Treasurer. He then 
went on to show that while the present 
Colonial Treasurer, in the same document, 
showed for the financial operations of the 
year 1888 a net surplus of £51,000, that 
was an artificial credit balance, brought 
about by invoking the assistance of the 
Parliament to enable the Government to 
carry out public works of a non-reproduc­
tive character, and charging part of them 
against loan votes. Works had been charged 
against loan votes to the extent of 
£1,190,000, not one of which was the 
Government warranted in charging against 
the permanent debt of the country. The 
last official balance-sheet from the Trea­
sury had been announced to the House 
this morning. The Colonial Treasurer bad 
informed the Committee that he would 
have a credit balance of £25,000 at the 
end of the year. Now, he would show by 
the proposed expenditure of the Govern­
ment for the present year l10w unreliable 
was that presumed credit balance. There 
were numbers of public works which the 
Government were submitting, every one 
of which was undoubtedly an obligation 
attaching to the consolidated revenue of 
the country. The Colonial Treasurer was 
taking advantage of the loan fund to save 
him from an adverse balance at the end of 
the year, to a much greater extent than 
any of his predecessors. At the time of 
the interruption this morning he was pro­
ceeding to deal with one item which he had 
selected by reason of its importance on 
many grounds-the proposed expenditure 
of £1,000,000 for the reconstruction and 
improvement of rolling stock and per­
manent way of the railways. It could not 
be questioned that the attempt to increase 
the public debt of the colony by that amount 
·was the most unwarrantable proceeding 
ever attempted to be put upon Parliament. 
·He would c<Jll the attention of the Com­
mittee to the only way in which the swell­
ing of the railway revenue could take 
·place. It could take place only by per­
mitting the Government to increase the 
permanent debt of the colony by the same 
-amount of money as would be paid into 
the consolidated revenue. Without going 
into details more than was necessary to 

r Jf1-. Garmn. 

illustrate the position which he took up, 
he would refer to the mil way reports since 
the present commissioners came into office 
-he would not go further back than that. 
On the 31st January, 1889, in accordance 
with the act under which they were ap­
pointed, the commissioners for railways 
laid their official report on the table of the 
House. In it there was a reference to the 
condition of the lines and of the rolling 
stock. He would quote.from that report 
the following paragraph :-

The commissioners have found, on their per­
sonal inspection of the lines, that a considerable 
amount of money will have to be spent out of 
revenue in excess of what has been done in the 
past, in painting station buildings aud in relay­
ing the permanent way with steel rails, as a 
large quantity of the original rails and light 
chairs, weighing only 25 tli. each, which were 
put in many years ago, are still in the roads, and 
the rails show much signs of wear. The com­
missioners hope, howe,·er, to be able to effect 
economies in various ways, so as to meet this 
additional expenditure to a great extent. 

Those words were of the weightiest im­
portance to the Committee in dealing with 
the finances as submitted by the present 
Government. U nquestionablyit was neces­
sary to expend money to improve the state 
of the rolling stock and of the permanent 
way, and in the report from which be had 
quoted it was as clear as anything could 
be that the commissioners recognised the 
proper obligations attaching to the admin­
istration of the Railway Department, and 
that they considered that the cost of im­
proving the rolling stock should be de­
frayed out of the consolidated revenue of 
the colony. To his mind it would not be 

· necessary for him to adduce one tittle 
of evidence beyond the quotation of that 
report, to warrant the Committee in con­
demning the principle involved in the 
financial statement of the Colonial Trea­
surer. He would read from the report a 
little further on, where the same sound 
principle as to the obligation attaching to 
the commissioners and to the Minister pre­
siding over the railways was laid down : 

Rolling Stock. -The rolling stock generally is 
far from being in a satisfactory state, very little 
painting having been done for years past; and 
a large number of antiquated carriages, with 
open sides, are still standing on tlui books at 
their original value. 

Could it be contemplated by any member 
of the Committee, without absolute alarm, 
that the financial condition of the country 
was so bad that the Colonial Treasurer 
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proposed to borrow money to pay for the 
painting of the railway carriages 1 The 
rolling stock was standing on the books of 
the department at its original value, and 
not one shilling had been written pff for 
depreciation. The capital value stood on 

.·our books at the full amount of the original 
cost, and yet the Colonial Treasurer pro­
posed to increase the capital cost of the 
railways to the extent of £1,000,000; 
although, when that money was expended, 
the asset would not be equal to the value 
of the original amount charged against the 
·railways for their construction. The report 
went on to say: 

Many of these carriages cannot be brought 
ill to use for the ordinary and general traffic, and 
consequently difficulty is often experienced in 
providing sufficient rolling stock for the ordinary 
working. vVe propose to renew these vehicles 
out of revenue as soon as possible. 
The Colonial Treasurer proposed to renew 
them, not out of revenue, but, in distinct 
violation of the principle laid down in the 
report by the railway commissioners, out 
of the loan fund. vVould the Committee 
tolerate such an abuse of power, such an 
outrage upon a correct system of dealing 
·with the public finances 1 Upon what 
authority, or upon what reasonable grounds, 
could the Colonial Treasurer justify that 
innovation in dealing with the finances 
of the country. It would be fair to pt·e­
sume that if the principle had a shadow of 
argument in its favour, the report of th~ 
commissioners, when first dealing with the 
subject, would have been advanced by the 
Colotiial Treasurer to strengthen his posi­
tion. He had read from the official re­
'port of the commissioners, who were given 
great powers to enable them to manage 
the railways of the colony, what any hon. 
member with the slightest capacity for 
business would have known for himself. 
While the commissioners recommended 
the additional expenditure, they recom­
mended it on the only sound condition on 
";hich it could take place, namely, that it 
should be paid out of the consolidated 
revenue.- . The preposterous position taken 
up by the Colonial Treasurer would pro­
claim to the world that the country was 
in such an impoverished condition that it 
had not money to pay for the painting of 
its rail way carriages, and that it had to be 
borrowed for that purpose. It only re­
quired a statement froni him of the real 
state of affairs to ·bring down. upon the 

hoh. gentleman's head ·the condemri:Hion 
of every man who had given any attention 
to the subject. Later on in his speech, h.e 
would carry his argument further, and 
show how this utterly unsound principle 
of allowing ministers, from year to year, 
~o borrow money for purposes for which 
~twas not. wanted, was heaping up a great 
national debt for the people of New South 
Wales, and· it was his duty, for that 
reason, to enter his emphatic protest 
against the proposal of the Government~ 
The report continued : 
. The locomotives are also needing much atten-. 
tion, as when we took office no Jess than seventy­
four, out of a total of 429 engines, were under, 
or waiting repairs. 

He called the attention of the Committee 
to the paragraph because it was an exceed­
iEgly important one in connection with 
the proposal of the Government. 

Revenue in future years should, in our opinion, 
be called upon to bear much larger sums for re­
placing ~ngines, waggons, and carriages than 
has been the case in past years, instead of add- . 
ing to the stock at the expense of the capital 
account, except to meet increased traffic, al!d 
opening of new lines. 

The exception stated by the commissioners 
was unquestionably a sound one. The 
money which the Government proposed to 
borrow was not to meet such an excep­
tional case as that. The exceptional case 
was one in which the minister of the clay 
would be warranted, in dealing with the 
railways of the colony, to charge anything 
in the shape of additional rolling stock 
against loan account; but he was not 
warranted, by any process of reasoning, 
or of business treatment, in charging it 
against the loan fund, and increasing the 
national debt of the country, in order to 
evade the responsibility attaching to his 
position. He was not inclined to oppose 
any expenditure which might be necessary 
to make our railways as perfect as the un­
doubted ability of the present commis­
sioners could make them. Quite the con­
trary. Whatever amounts were required 
in order to· make that magnificent property 
better adapted to accomplish what was re­
quired of it, every shilling of expenditure 
would have his hearty support ; but. that 
expenditure should come from legitimate 
sources. The business system upon which 
the fin11nces of the conntry should be man­
aged should be not be violated. In a later 
·report of the commissioners, dated the 30th 
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April, they again dealt wit!; the rolling 
stock, and there the followmg passages 
occurred:-

Since the report for the quarter en_ding 31st 
December, 1888, was made, the rolhng stock 
generally has been the subject of speci_al con­
sideration and inquiry, and we find that 1ts con­
dition is such that the ordinary method of re­
newing vehicles out of revenue, ye~r by year, 
will not enable us to put the stock mto proper 
condition for many years to come. . 

Revenue in past years has not been made to 
bear anything like the amount of money for re­
newals that should have been the case, as will be 
seen from the fact that for the thirty-three and 
a half years ending June last, only sixteen en­
gines, twenty-seven passenger vehicles, and 442 
goods vehicles have been replaced from that 
source. 

It is estimated that a sum of more than 
£1,000,000 has been underspent out of revenue} 
on the rolling stock. 

.As so large a proportion of the stock is so 
antiquated and defective, we recommend that a 
special vote of £500,000 be placed at our dis­
posal in order that we may get the stock into 
fair condition as quickly as possible. 

He had already told the Committee that 
the placing of that sum of money under 
the control of the commissioners would 
receive his fullest support; but it should 
be obtained from legitimate sources. In 
the report there was also a rather interest­
ing tabulated statement, which would be 
of use in dealing with the proposed ex­
penditure. In the first report to which 
he had already referred, that dated the 
31st December, 1888, there was a tabu­
lated statement showing what the expen­
diture per mile had been for everything 
connected with the management of the 
railways. 

Mr. GARRETT objected that the proceed­
ing of the hon. member was grossly ir­
regular. The rule of Parliament was that 
the discussion of a matter could not be 
anticipated. 'l'here was a motion on the 
business-paper dealing with the Loan Bill, 
and the proposal to borrow money for the 
railways. It was not regular for the dis­
cussion of subjects contained in bills to take 
place before the measures were called on. 

The CHAIRMAN : The Colo'nial Treasurer 
has mutually agreed with the bon. mem­
ber for Eden that he should at this stage 
deliver his opinions concerning the bor­
rowing of this money. Exception was 
taken to the speech of the hon. member in 
the early part of the morning; but both 
hon. members thought that it would save 
time if the hon. member was allowed to 

[Mr. Garvan. 

make it then. It is not always advisable 
to draw a hard and fast rule; but the ar­
rangement can only affect the hon. mem­
ber for Eden. The course the hon. gentle­
man is taking is irregular ; but sometimes 
irregularity tends to produce regularity. 

Mr. McMILLAN: The bon. member 
has practically got half-way through his 
speech, and as he is now absorbed in it it 
would be better for him to complete it ; 
but I may tell my hon. friend that I do 
not intend to reply to it on this occasion. 
I shall reply to it on the loan estimates. 

Mr. GARRETT saw the convenience of 
the arrangement on the present occasion ; 
but he rose to protest against its being 
made a custom. It would be a very 
dangerous thing to allow as a rule, be­
cause a question set down for a future day 
might be anticipated, and great incon• 
venience would arise. However, he did 
not press the point, though he believed 
that if he did it would be carried. 

The CHAIRMAN : This matter arose in a 
very peculiar way. It was anticipated in 
the early hours of the morning that the 
loan vote would be discussed, and the 
hon. member came prepared to discuss it; 
but in consequence of the continued sit­
ting, a change took place, and another 
arrangement was made. 

Mr. G.ARVAN explained that at an 
early hour in the morning the Colonial 
Treasurer, when he shadowed forth the 
expenditure for the present year as com­
pared with the total revenue, anticipated 
a surplus of £25,000. His object now 
was to show the Committee that the hon. 
gentleman's forecast was not correct, if 
we charged against the consolidated re­
venue all the obligations that properly at­
tached to it. [Committee counted.] In 
the first report of the railway commis­
sioners there was a tabulated form, which 
had an undoubted significance in refer­
ence to the proposed expenditure. The 
expenditure per train mile as shown in 
the report was, for the quarter ending 
31st December, 1887, 4s. lOid. ; but for 
the quarter ending 31st December, 1888, 
it was reduced to 4s., showing a reduction 
per train mile run of lOid. How easy 
it would be to make those apparent reduc­
tions in the expenditure per train mile 
run, if we permitted the Colonial Trea­
surer, who presided over the Railway 
Department, to borrow money at the close 



.. 
·' 

Appropriation J!ill. [3 OcT., 1889.) .;4.ppropriation Bill, 

of the year to make up for the apparent 
saving. He could reduce the expenditure 
per train mile to almost a nominal amount 
if we assented to the principle involved 
in the proposal of the Government, and 
allowed them to maintain and repair the 
permanent way out of a new loan created 
for the purpose. The case in the tabulated 
form to which he had referred was not an 
isolated one. He found exactly the same 
thing repeated in every report made since 
the commissioners came into office. With 
regard to the tramways, the expenditure 
per mile run for the quarter ending 31st 
December, 1887, was 3s. 5kd. That was 
reduced in 1888 to 3s. 1d., making a 
reduction of 4!d. on every mile run. It 
was proposed by the Government to make 
up that reduction ; but to make it up 
from what~ Not from. payments out of 
the consolidated revenue, which was their 
clear obligation, but from borrowed money. 
Would that be tolerated by Parliament~ 
It was by processes such as this that the 
public debt had accumulated to such enor­
mous proportions, and the matter called 
for the earnest attention of every well­
wisher of the country. We should de­
mand that in all future dealings with 
the finances sounder and more correct 
principles should be enforced. The next 
report of the commissioners was laid on 
the table of the House on the 30th April, 
1889, and dealt with the quarter ending 
31st March of the same year. He would 
draw special attention to the tabulated 
form under exactly the same heading as . 
that to which he had already been making 
reference. The expenditure per train 
mile run by the railways for the quarter 
ending 31st March, 1888, was shown to 
be 4s. 6id. ; but for the quarter ending 
31st March, 1889, that was reduced to 
4s. 4id. Though this reduction seemed 
small; it was a very large one when we 
took into consideration the many thou­
sands of miles run by our trains each 
year. The expenditure on the tramways 
per train mile for the quarter ending 31st 
March, 1888, was shown to be 3s. 4d., 
and that was reduced, for the quarter end­
ing 31st March, 1889, to 2s. 9!d. But 
he pointed out to the Committee that 
while this apparent reduction enabled the 
Colonial Treasurer to have a larger net 
·capital flowing into his treasury, yet the 
expenditure was absolutely necessary. The 

bon. gentleman came here and asked to be 
allowed to defray the expenditure, not from 
the consolidated revenue, from which it 
should properly be paid ; but by increasing 
the public debt of the country. Was that a 
sound system in dealing with the finances~ 
Would the supporters of the Government, 
who must be directly interested in matters 
like this, give their assent to such an un­
sound system as that which he was now 
exposing~ The report of the · commis­
sioners, laid on the table of the House on 
the 30th 'July, 1889, and dealing with the 
receipts and expenditure of the railways 
and tramways for the quarter ending 30th 
June, 1889, contained a similar statement. 
The expenditure on the railways per train 
mile run during the quarter ending 30th 
June, 1888, and paid out of the consoli­
dated revenue during that quarter, was 
4s. 9-l;d. ; and the expenditure per train 
mile for the quarter ending 30th June this 
year was reduced to 4s. 3d., an apparent 
reduction of 6i:d. The expenditure on the 
tramwaysforthe quarter ending 30thJ une, 
1888, per mile run, was shown to be 3s: 
Oid., and for the quarter enning 30th June 
this year that was reduced to 2s. 10id. It 
was time that the full import of that should 
be put before the Committee fairly and 
properly. The reduction of expenditure 
was artificial, and could only be main­
tained by allowing the colonial treasurer 
of the day to. come in at the· end of the 
year and make good the expenditure re­
quired for the requirements of the per­
manent way and of the rolling stock by 
borrowing. [Committee counted.] He knew 
very well that he was not addressing a 
listening house ; but, to his mind, the 
speech he was making was the most im­
portant that he had ever made in Parlia­
ment. He was only making it so that it 
could be placed on record. 

Sir HENRY PARKES: It might be of use 
to the bon. member if he ever comes into 
office again ! 

Mr. GARV AN said that he was not a 
prophet ; but he might never again in his 
life take office. He was only endeavour­
ing to do what he thought would in calmer 
moments be commended, even by those 
who might now be envious critics of the • 
position which he took up. He believed 
that the importance of it would be recog­
nised even by some who felt that he was 
straining his rights .here to-clay. He was 
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showing the Committee that there had been: 
an apparent reduction in the expenditure 
upon the railways and tramways per mile 
run for each quarter since the commis­
sioners came into office; but the explana­
tion came at the close of the year, when 
the Colonial Secretary asked Parliament 
to allow him to get riel of the necessity of 
paying the expenditure out of the consoli­
dated revenue, and to borrow £1,000,000 
for the purpose. Thfl reports of the rail­
way commissioners were not written by 
mere tyros in the profession of railway 
management, but by a gentleman who was 
as able a manager of railways as could be 
found-at lea,st in the southern hemis­
phere. That gentlema,n submitted his first 
report after having been three or four 
months investigating, examining, and con­
trolling the rail ways and tramways of the 
colony ; and it should he a text~book for 
the guidance of the Ministe1· that nothing 
on earth should induce him to deviate from, 

. unless he was satisfied that the principles 
laid down in it were absolutely unsound. 
Bnt would the Colonial Trea,sure1·, or any 
member 'of the Committee, or citizen of 
the country, question for a moment the 
soundness of the principles contained in 
first official report of the railway commis­
sioners which he had quoted. The condi­
tion of the line was set out there with 
accumcy and emphasis : 

The commissioners have found, on their per­
sonal inspection of the lines, that a considerable 
amount of money will· have to be spent out of 
revenue-- · 

But not out of loan funds. ,That was the 
importance of the statemAnt: 
in excess of what had been done in the past. 

Although the principle was recognised hy 
the railway commissioners as a sound one, 
the Colonial Treasurer had laid a docu­
ment on the table of the House showing 
that for every one of the last three quar­
ters there had been a, less expenditure per 
train mile than there had been for the 
same period of last year, and he was going 
to make good the additional expenditure 
recommended by the commissioners, an 
expep.cliture which he knew was absolutely 
obligatory on whoever had charge of the 

.Y railways, fl·om a loan vote. The hon. 
gentleman did not propose to comply with 
the pril}oiples contained in the report of 
the railway commissioners; but he showed 

·that he had actually expended less money 
[ M1·. Garvan. 

per. train 1nile ·during the whole of the 
time·he had been in office. And that the 
hon. gentlema1: now proposed to make 
good by asking Pa,rliament to allow him 
to borrow £1,000,000. The effect of allow~ 
ing the Minister to borrow tha,t money. 
would be to increase the revenue of the 
raihvays by the same amount ·for the 
period which it would take to expend 
it. '\Ve were, therefore, creating an arti: 
ficial increase of revenue, while we were 
absolutely and tangibly increasing the 
public debt, and making a burden for 
future generations. The commissioners 
proposed to renew the railway carriages 
"out of revenue as soon as possible." 
The -possibility of their doing that would 
depend upon the Minister who had charge 
of the finances of the country. If he 
recognised the obligation properly attach­
ing to his position he would, in accord­
ance with the principle laid down in 
the commissioners' report, provide means 
to enable them to accomplish that desir­
able work ; but he would provide them 
out of revenue and not out of the 
loan fund. ( Conimittee counted.] Nat­
withstanding the report from which he 
had quoted, and which had been laid 
on the table by the hon. gentleman him­
self, the Colonial Treasurer proposed to 
deviate from the principle there laid down, 
and instead of larger sums being expended 
upon making repairs and maintaining the 
permanent way, the expenditure had been 
lessened. Was this sham ·syst.em of 

· economy to be tolerated for a moment~ 
Even if there were no authority to refer 
to, he maintained that the intelligence of 
hon. members would bring them to -the 
same conclusion as that at which he had 
arrived. To conclude, he had shown the 
absolutely unsound principle contained in 
the financial statement vouchsafed to the 
Committee this morning, in which a sur­
plus of £25,000 at the end of the year had 
been foreshadowed. He had shown that 
that petty surplus \vas to be brought about 
by violating every sound principle in con­
nection with railway management, and 
that the Colonial Treasm:er was attempt­
ing to shirk the responsibility attaching 
to him as the Minister presiding over. the 
department, of· providing sufficient fu.nds 
hom every-day revenue to maintain the 
railways in proper· and efficient working 
order. Instead of allowing those funds 

... 
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. to be taken from the every-day revenue, 
the bon. gentleman ·asked Parliament to 
aUow him to borrow money for the pur­
pose. Could it be possible that any man 
in the Chamber· would assent to the pro­
posal1 He had stated with as much 
emphasis as he could give effect to, that 
.there was no man charged with represent­
ing the people who would oppose for a 
moment an attempt on the part of the 
Minister to place sufficient funds under 
the control of the commissioners, to en­
able them to put in proper working order 
the tramways and railways. But it 
-must be done on sound principles. The 
Minister should not be allowed to set 
up a practice at variance with eve:ry great 
and sound principle in the management 
of public property of that kind. The sur­
plus shown by the Colonial Treasurer only 
deceived us as to the real state of the pub­
lic finances: If the Minister charged him­
self with the amount necessary to main­
tain m proper repair the railways and 
tramways under his control it would be 
absorbed ten times over. He would not 
detain the Committee any longer in deal­
ing with that item; but he urged upon the 
Colonial Treasurer the wisdom of setting 
a good example during the time that he 
.was in office, even though it might be in­
convenient to himself to do so. The prin­
ciple which the hon. gentleman advocated 
w·as so utterly at variance with his bu~i­
ness knowledge that in any other circum­
stances it would receive from him a most 
emphatic and sweeping denunciation. He 
asked the hon. gentleman to apply to the 
management of the railways what he must 
-know were the only sound principles. 
There was another item to which· he would 
like. to refer, and he· took only the larger 
ones in· order that he might not go too 
much into detail. The Colonial Treasurer 

-proposed to borrow £200,000 for the erec­
tion of new school buildings, and the pur­
chase of sites. Unquestionably public 
schools were of immense benefit --

Mr. McMILLAN : I have no objection, 
as far as I am personally concerned, to the 
fullest possible debate on the general prin­
ciples of the loan ; but this vote is in the 

-lmnds of my bon. colleague, the Minister 
of Public Instruction, and I think it would 
be better, in the interests of discussion and 

. of 'fair play, that he should have an oppor­
tunity of fully explaining to the Com-

inittee· his intention with regard to the 
item. Of course, if the hon. member is 
determined to continue his criticism, I do 
not intend to interfere. 

Mr. GARV AN was only dealing with 
principles. He was going to show that 
the amount which the Minister of Public 
Instruction desired to borrow should be 
paid out of revenue, and he would do it 
in a way that would be of advantage to 
the Committee. He would give a good 
p·recedent, and strong argument for the 
course which he intended to take, by re­
ferring to the education vote this year in 
the neighbouring colony of Victoria. He 
would show that though their expenditure 
was as large as ours, every shilling of it 
was paid out of consolidated revenue. 
Could he advance a stronger argument in 
favour of his contention than that 1 · In 
page 78 of the estimates of expenditure in 
Victoria for the year ending 30th ·June, 
1890, there was contained under the head 
of " State School Buildings" a vote of 
£214,266, exclusive of an item of £15,500 
for the erection of a training college. 
And it was also exclusive of the sum of 
£25,000. 

Mr. CARRl'TITERS: To what item does 
the hon. member refer 1 

Mr. G ARV AN said he was dealing with 
the proposed expenditure under the Ap­
propriation Act in connection with public 
instruction in this colony. He was show­
ing what items in the neighbouring colony 
were included in the Appropriation Bill 
for this very year and charged against the 
consolidated revenue. He w<ts showing 
that items of expenditure of an exactly 
similar character to those for which he 
knew this Government intended to ask 
Parliament for.permission to borrow money 
were in the neighbouring colony of Vic­
toria provided for out of current re­
venue, and he produced as evidence the 
official account of revenue expenditure 
for this year, signed by the Treasurer of 
that colony, and amongst· those items was 
the sum of £214,000 for state school build­
ings. There was no doubt that in Vic­
toria they had been in the habit fot· some 
time of borrowing money for the erection 
of public schools ; but as against that they 
adopted an 'exceedingly sound principle in 
connection with the proceeds of their land 

.. sales. They passed ·an act some ·time ago 
which provided that the sum of £200,000~ 
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·the proceeds of land sales, should in each 
year go towards the reduction of the public 
debt for railways, and during the past 
twelve or eighteen months that limit of 
£200,000 bad been wiped away, and now 
not one shilling of income resulting from 
the sale of public lands in Victoria passed 
into the consolidated revenue, except what 
was specifically provided for in the Appro­
priation Bill. 

Mr. GARRETT: The total proceeds of 
land sales in Victoria do not amount to 
£200,000 a year! 

Mr. GARV AN said he would tell the 
bon. member the exact figures on the 
authority of the present Treasurer and 
leader of the Government in Victoria. 
That the sum applied every year by Vic­
toria out of the product of its land sales 
for the reduction of its railway debt was 
not insignificant, was evident from the fact 
that there had already been passed to the 
c1·edit of that account, and in reduction of 
the railway debt, a sum of £2,850,000. The 
present Government of this colony, in order 
to show a cash surplus at the end of the 
year·of only £25,000, proposed to borrow 
£200,000 for the erection of public schools, 
not one shilling of which would appear in 
the budget speech of the Colonial Trea­
surer, and be shown in the annual state­
ment of revenue and expenditure, and he 
was showing that this system was an un­
desirable one to continue, and tha~ it was 
an unsound principle to allow the present 
Government to shirk their responsibility 
with reference to the consolidated revenue 
to the extent of borrowing £200,000 for 
expenditure on the public schools of the 
country. If sentiment could be imported 
into so essentially a business-like matter, 
he would say that he felt a natural spirit 
of revoltagainsthaving to go to the money­
lenders of England to borrow money for 
the erection of schools in which to educate 
our children. It was an indignity to the 
colony, as well as being an uUerly unsound 
principle of dealing with the public finances, 
to permit the country to borrow money for 
such a purpose. The Committee should 
insist that all expenditure of that kind 
should be provided for out of the consoli­
dated revenue of the colony, and should 
be included in the Appropriation Bill sub­
mitted to Parliament. He was led more 
particularly into this contention with re­
ference to our public schools from the fact 

[Mr. Garvan. 

that we· received into our Treasury every 
year enormous sums as the proceeds of 
land sales. We were alienating every year 
large portions of our public estate, and the 
proceeds of these land sales should never 
be permitted to be included in the ordinary 
revenue account and treated as ordinary 
revenue. But while the system continued, 
while the proceeds of land sales were taken 
by our system of finance into the consoli­
dated revenue of the country, it would be 
an outrage on every principle of sound 
dealing with finance to pern1it a minister 
to use the proceeds of these land sales to 
carry out the ordinary obligations of go­
vernment, and to allow him at the same 
time to go to the money-lenders of Eng­
land to borrow money to construct our 
public schools, thus not only violating 
every sound principle of business-like deal­
ing with our finance, but also violating 
that sentiment which be trusted was not 
entirely lost in Australians, which made us 
feel that it would be better lo educate our 
children even in weatherboard buildings 
than to go to England to borrow money 
for the purpose of erecting our schools. 
If the sound principles to which he bad 
referred were recognised by the Govern­
ment, instead of the small surplus they 
showed, a large deficit would be the result, 
and this deficit was cloaked by permitting 
the Government to indulge in the utterly 
unsound and absolutely dangerous prin­
ciple of borrowing money for works such 
as these. If the Minister presiding over 
this department were really actuated by 
that spirit of Australian patriotism which 
he appeared so ambitious to flaunt before 
the country, he should act upon the gener­
ous and manly instincts of an Australian 
and refuse to go hat in hand to the money­
lender of England and ask him for money 
to build our schools. Not only did this 
action of the Government outrage senti­
ment, but it set up in connection with 
education in the future a vast public debt 
which meant a burden to every succeeding 
generation. He would urge upon the 
Committee not to assent to any such un­
sound dealing with the Public Instruction 
Department of this colony, but to enforce 
on the part of the Government a recog­
nition of the sound principles of finance in 
administering that great department of 
the state. In making reference to a neigh­
bouring colony, he did not wish to _do so 
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for 'the purpose of evoking· any spirit of 
antagonism even 'between the rival parties 
advocating different fiscal policies. He 
wished to refer to Victoria only on a 
business basis, and to show that other men 
capable of dealing with the finances of a 
great colony-and unquestionably Victoria 
had been fortunate in the character and 
ability of its statesmen-had. recognised 
the soundness of the principle he was con­
tending for, and had given practical effect 
to it in the expenditure of that colony for 
this very year. He must also draw atten­
tion to some additional violations of the 
principle he was contending for with refer­
ence to the obligation of the Government 

· to provide from·the consolidated revenue 
the money requisite to carryon theordinary' 
government of the country. The Govern­
ment, he noticed, had omitted to include in 
the charges against consolidated revenue 
for this year an item of £5,000 for the 
White Bay reclamation. They had also 
omitt'ecl to include in their proposed expen­
diture an item of £4,000 for a jetty at 
Coif's Harbour. 

The AcTING-CHAIRMAN : I must ask 
the hon. member to confine his remarks to 
the question more immediately before the 
Committee. 

Mr. GARY AN said he was pointing 
out that, though he knew the Government 
intended to carry out the works he had 
mentioned, he did not find in the Appro­
priation Bill submitted to Parliament any 
items to cover that expenditure. Conse­
quently the expenditure in connection with 
those works was not included in the state­
ment and balance-sheet submitted by the 
Colonial Treasurer ; and he contended 
that he was legitimately within his rights 
in dealing with this matter in the way in 
which he was doing. 

Mr .. McMILLAN: Is the hon. member 
now referring to inatters which are neither 
in the loan estimates nor in the ordinary 
estimates-because I fail to see how he 
can know that these works are going to 
be carried out this year ~ 

Mr. GARY AN : I do know that the. Go­
vernnlent intend to carry out these works. 

Mr. l\lclVhLLAN : This year ~ 
Mr. GARY AN said he knew the Go­

vernment had taken steps to· carry them 
out, that they had initiated expenditure 
in· connection 'with them; and that in 
some cases the. 'york ·was actually gone; 

though, m the ·Appropriation Bill sub­
mitted to Parliament there were no items 
to cover the expenditure, which had been 
entirely excluded from the balance-sheet 
submitted by the Colonial Treasurer. 

Mr. McMILLAN: I think it is only fair, 
as the hon. member's speech includes a 
large amount of detail, that this matter 
should be settled now. The bon. mem­
ber's contention is that certain items have 
been omitted, either from the loan esti­
mates, or .the ordinary estimates which 
should have been included. I now ask 
the bon. gentleman whether he means that 
the money has been actually expended, or 
simply that there were some preliminary 
arrangements made indicating the .possi­
bility of its being. expended~ The hon. 
member now comes back to the statement, 
which may or may not be correct, that it 
was on the tapis that some of these works 
should be constructed. But he makes a 
further statement that some of the works 
referred to have actually been undertaken, 
and a certain portion of the expenditure 
incurred. I do not ·know whether the 
bon. member has any official knowledge; 
but if he has, I think it is only fair that 
he should state the works upon which 
money has actually been expended. As 
regards the other matter, the Government 
has a perfect right at any time to with­
draw any works in contemplation, and 
hold them over for another year, although 
I am not saying that has been the case in 
the present instance. 

Mr. GARY AN said he did not know 
whether or not the Government intended 
to take a technical point in order to inter­
fere with the ·course of his speech. 

Mr. McMILLAN : Not at all ; I only de­
sire to avoid any misapprehension ! 

The AcTING-CHAIRMAN: While the bon. 
member will be at perfect liberty to dis­
cuss items in the proposed Appropriation 
Bill, it will not be in order for him to 
criticise item after item of proposed ex­
penditure in the loan estimates, which, in 
the bon. member's opinion, should be pro­
vided for out of consolidated revenue. 

Mr. McMILLA.."l : I did not wish in any 
way to interfere with the speech of the 
hon. member, although he was referring to 
the loans account; but the bon. member 
is an ex-minister, and he was making a 
statement affecting my balance-sheet, and 
I merely ~esired to point out that it was 
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not fair to include in his revised state­
ment works which were in contemplation, 
but as to which no st.eps had been taken, 
and which the·present Government might 
either have agreed to abandon, or not to 
undertake until a· future period. I do not 
wish to interfere with the general tenor of 
the hon. gentleman's remarks. 

Mr. GARVAN said he might mention, 
and it was apparent to every hon. mem­
ber, that he was making a speech on the 
general finances of the colony. No other 
opportunity than this had been afforded 
him, and the standing orders had been 
suspended in order that this measure 
might go through all its stages without 
delay.· [Committee cotmted.] He had 
referred to ·.some works that were in con­
templation by the Government. He knew 
they had gone through all the preliminary 
stages which, according to the usual deal­
ing with our finances, constituted them 
charges against the present year. By what 
process that knowledge had been obtained 
by him it did not matter for the purposes 
of the debate ; but, acting in all fairness, 
he could adduce no better evidence than 
the official documents laid on the table of 
the House by the Government themselves 
to warrant the conclusion he was drawing 
with reference to these public works. It 
must be borne in mind that his conten­
tion was not that these items were im­
proper or unsound items of expenditure 
for the Government to engage in, but that 
these legitimate public works should be 
defrayed out of. the consolidated revenue 
of the colony, and that the Appropriation 
Bill should cover amounts requisite to 
mef.t the obligations which he knew the 
Government were incurring with -refer­
ence to them. For the purposes of his 
argument it did not matter very much 
whether or not the whole of the money 
would be expended this year ; because, 
even in the case of the ordinary expendi­
ture from the consolidated revenue, it was 
only requisite in order to make it a 
charge against any year that the money 
should be voted that year, and the work 
commenced-that an obligation should be 
entei:ed:into with reference to it. That in 
itself constituted a sufficient obligation 
recognised by all past colonial treasurers, 
to make the full cost of that work a charge 
against the current year. He was· only 
dealing .with these items exactly upon the 

[llfr. Garvan. 

basis recognised by the present and all 
past colonial treasurers, and he was con­
tending that where obligations had been 
incurred, and preliminary stages had been 
taken with reference to such public works, 
this had hitherto in all cases constituted 
the works a charge against the year in 
which they were initiated. These items 
of expenditure were not included in the 
Appropriation Bill now before Parlia­
ment, and the omission of them enabled a 
fictitious and misleading balance-sheet to 
be submitted to Parliament. There was 
theitem; "ByronBayjetty-cranes,£5,000." 
Further on there was another item, "Byron 
Bay Breakwater" --

The ACTnw-CrrAIR~IAN : The hon. mem­
ber is now referring to a document which 
is not before the Committee. 

l\fr. GARVAN: I think it would be in­
finitely better in the interests of debate 
that no attempt should be made to curtail 
my remarks. 

The AcTING-CIIAIR)IAN : The Chair has 
no desire to limit the hon. gent!P-man's 
rights ; but, ·at the same time, I think he 
will see, not only that he was reading a 
document not before the Committee, but 
also that the tone of his last remark was 
hardly respectful to the Chair. 

1\ir. GARVAN: At the present stage let 
me emphatically say that I intend to make 
my financial speech ; let the odium rest 
upon those who would attempt to gag me 
in the discharge of a great public duty. 

Mr. ABIGAIL: I rise to order. I sub­
mit that the hon. member bas no right to 
threaten the Committee that he will do 
what the Chair has ruled that he is not in 
ordet· in doing. It is grossly disorderly to 
make a statement of that kind. The bon. 
member certainly has his rights, and those 
rights are defined by parliamentary law 
and usage, and he cannot go beyond those 
rights, even by threatening the Chair or 
anybody else. The Chairman called the 
hon. member to order on a clear point, 
and his own knowledge should tell him 
that he was out of order. 

Mr. GARVAN: Unquestionably not! 
Mr. ABIGAIL: The Chair has said other­

wise, and the hon. member has no right to 
get up and threaten that he will persist in 
doing that which has been ruled out of 
order. 

i\:Ir. GARVAN: I say again that I did in­
tend and would make my financial speech, 
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unless an authority superior to myself 
gagged me and prevented me from making 
that speech. 

The AcTING-CHAIRMAN : The bon. mem­
ber applies that term to the Chaid 

Mr. GARY AN: I have not done so. It 
could not apply to the Chair, because the 
Chair could not do it. The Committee 
alone could do it, and the Chairman is only 
the mouthpiece of the Committee. 

The AcTING-CHAIRMAN : The bon. mem­
ber should not use such language towards 
the Chair. The chairman for the time­
being is the Committee. The hon. member 
has been contending throughout his speech 
that the Appropriation Bill has not made 
provision for certain items which may be 
charged to the loan fund, but which, in 
his opinion, ought to go against the con­
solidated revenue. The hon. member is 
in order in doing that in general terms ; 
but I only desire to point out that it will 
not be competent for him to go item by 
item through the loan estimates. 

Mr. GARVAN : I am not doing that at 
all. I assure the hon. member that I do 
not intend to do it. 

The AcTING-CHAIRMAN: I merely 
thought it my duty to remind the hon. 
member that, though a general reference 
to the question of loan votes may be per­
mitted, he would he transgressing the rules 
of debate by referring to the loan estimate 
item by item. 

Mr. McMILLAN : As far as I am per­
sonally concerned, I am very anxious that 
the bon. member should be allowed the 
utmost latitude. It is a pleasure to me 
to know that, after we have been accused 
of attempting to rush through the loan esti­
mates, my hon. friend has evidently been 
thoroughly prepared for a long ·time to 
debate all the various items. 

The AcTING-CHAIRMAN : Considerable 
latitude has been allowed the hon. member, 
because he has taken up the duty of re­
viewing the position. The latitude which 
is allowed to the hon. gentleman as a lead­
ing member of the House to deal wit,h this 
matter specifically, and which would also 
be allowed to the finance Minister, will 
not be extended in the same degree to 
every other member of the House. 

Mr. TR.-\ILL : ·why not~ 
The ACTING-CHAIR~IAN : Simply for the 

reason that it is always understood that 
the finance Minister, or the Minister in 

19 A 

charge of the estimates, and the member 
who has taken upon himself the leading 
position on any particular matter, should 
be. allowed a certain latitude. I under­
stand that this was an arrangement come 
to early in the sitting; and I ask the hon. 
member not to go unnecessarily into de­
tails, because if he does so, other hon. 
members may think they have a right to 
do so. 

Mr. TRAILL : A very serious question 
is involved in your ruling, sir ! 

M.r. GARVAN would ask his hon. 
friend not to press his objection at the 
present stage. It was within his know­
ledge that the Government had taken pre­
liminary steps with reference to the pub­
lic works to which he was referring, which 
in the ordinary course of the business 

·of the Treasury would constitute them 
charges against the consolidatedrevenuefor 
the current year. He was pointing out 
that in the Appropriation Bill submitted 
to the House, and in the balance-sheet 
announced by the Colonial Treasurer this 
morning, no provision had been made for 
these works, that this omission must re­
sult in a balance-sheet entirely misleading 
to the· Parliament and the country, and 
that the credit balance of £25,000dwindled 
into nothing in the light of any one of the 
works to which he had made reference. 
He had referred to a proposed expenditure 
at Byron Bay of £162,000, and to other 
works. In no case did he object to the· 
principle involved in the construction of 
these works. In fact he thought exceed­
ing great care bad been taken by the Go­
vernment before they committed them­
selves to the obligation. [Committee cotm­
ted.] · He was not contending that it was 
undesirable that liabilities should be under­
taken on account of these works. He 
was only pointing out for the illustration 
of his argument that while they were un­
doubtedly justifiable works, the Minister 
had not taken upon himself the responsibility 
consequent upon his committing the coun­
try to the expenditure, and had made no­
provision to defray the cost of these works 
out of the consolidated revenue. [Com­
mittee counted.] His contention was th:tt 
when the Government committed itself to 
the construction of these works, which 
were of a non-productive character, it bB­
came at once an i'inperative dnty on. the 
part of the Colonial Treasurer to provide 
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-out of the consolidated revenue the means 
:to defray the cost of the works. The 
Colonial Treasurer submitted an artificial 
balance-sheet showing a surplus of .£25, 000 
by ignoring his undoubted obligation to 
provide for every one of these pub­
lic works out of the consolidated reve­
nue. He would like to point out how 
easy would be the task of any minister of 
finance in the future if there was no line 
of demarcation to indicate what he must 
necessarily pay out of the consolidated re­
venue and what of his own sweet will 
he could pay out of loan. If the prin­
ciple now sought to be adopted were ap­
proved of by the Committee, the finance 
l\'(inistt:)r would only have to obtain pt:Jr­
I!lission to borrow money for any purpose 
that he thought necessary to enable him 
to submit a balan.ce-sheet showing a credit 
balance. He bad referred to some of the 
items mentioned because he had a -personal 
know ledge of them ; and he quoted them 
for the express purpose of showing that 
there was no personal animus on his part 
against the construction of these works. 
He .admitted that the Government had 
displayed considerable regard for the public 
wellbeing in the undoubted investigation 
thro)lgh which they had put every pro­
posal that came before them; and he knew 
this from his own experience of the pre­
sent Secretary for Public Works in con­
nection with some very important works 
in his own electorate. The bon. gentle­
man had submitted those works to a crucial 
investigation rarely given by a minister 
occupying his position ; and he was now 
quoting with all the more force the fact 
that the country had, even in view of that 
crucial test, committed itself to expendi­
ture not one shilling of which was pro­
Yided for in the bill before Parliament ; 
and consequently the balance-sheet based 
upon that Appropriation Bill was mislead­
ing both to the Committee and the coun~ 
try. To additionally strengthen the con­
tention be was putting before the Com­
mittee, he would refer to the manner of 
qealing with similar works in the neigh­
bom·ing colony of Vic:toria. For instance, 
the present Government proposed to con­
struct a jetty at Coff'::; Harbour for £4,000; 
and they proposed to construct it with 
borrowed money. He would not quote 
numerous items from the Victorian esti­
mates, but only sufficient to illustrate the 

[Mr. Ga1·van. 

:principle for which be was contending, 
·and to show that it was recognised in a 
neighbouring colony. In the Victorian 
estimates of expenditUl'e for the current 
year, page 73, he found the item, "Towards 
new jetty, Apollo Bay, £3,520, plus £,2,520 
last year." .For that work, which was ex­
actly of a similar character to the work at 
Coff's Harbour, the Victorian legislature 
had voted £6,000, not one shilling of which 
came from loan account. We proposed to 
carry out a work of an exactly similar 
character, but not so large in extent ; and 
our finance Minister proposed to meet his 
obligation with reference to that work by 
borrowing the money in England. \Vas 
that a satisfactory state of things~ In 
the Victorian estimates for this year he 
noticed the following items :--

Towards the construction of deep-water jetty, 
Queenscliff, £2,000; towards erection of jetty 
near Tooradin, Western Port Bay, £250 ; to­
wards erecting a tidal jetty and approaches in 
the vicinity of Muddy Creek, £1,500; towards 
extension and repair of jetty, Dromana, £1,000. 

The cost of every one of those works was 
defrayed by the Victorian Government 
out of the consolidated revenue, and not 
a shilling was borrowed for the purpose. 
In this colony the Colonial Treasurer had 
committed the country. to works of an 
ex11.ctly similar character, and he proposed 
to meet his obligations with reference to 
them by asking Parliament to allow him 
to borrow the money in England. There 
was an expenditure proposed to our Par­
liament of £5,000, for reclamation works 
at White Bay. In Victoria £15,000 was 
voted for reclamation works at South 
Yarra, and last year a similar sum was 
voted for the same purpose, making in all 
£30,000. While. the Colonial Treasurer 
of this colony. proposed to meet his obliga­
tion on account of the White Bay recla­
mation by going to England to borrow the 
money, the Treasurer of Victoria, in meet .. 
ing his obligation in reference to a similar 
work of much larger .extent, did not have 
recourse to the money-lender to the extent 
of a shilling. How much sounder was the 
system of finance adopted in the neighbour­
ing colony I There were other items in the 
Victorian estimates to which he could re­
fer to illustr;:tte his argument. For in­
stance, there was the item, " Landing and 
depositing silt for reclaiming 25 acres of 
land at Footscray, .£1,000." Last year 
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,£4,000 was voted for this work, and every 
shilling of the expenditure had come from 
the consolidated revenue. we proposed 
to expend, for the improvement of the 
navigation at the entrance of the Bruns­
wick River, £4,000, and the Colonial Trea­
surer asked that .he should be allowed to 
meet his obligation wit.h reference to that 
work by borrowing every shilling of the 
money in England. In the Victorian esti­
mates he fauns! that a sum of £10,000 was 
voted for improving the entrance to the 
Gippsland Lakes, and that a sum of £5,000 
was voted ·in the previou11 year. Those 
two works were similar in character, and 
though in Victoria a much larger expendi­
ture was .involved, not a shilling of the · 
money was to be borrowed in England. 
We also proposed to spend £18,000 for 
appliances for reclaiming land by sand­
pump dredges, and the Colonia:l Treasur,er 
proposed that he should be allowed to 
meet his obligation with reference to .that 
expenditure by going to England to bor­
row every shilling of the money, and con­
sequently it would be excluded from the 
statement of annual expenditure submitted 
to Parliament. In the Victorian estimates 
for the present year a sum of £40,000 was 
voted towards the Elwood Swamp drainage 
works, .and £20,000 was voted for the 
same work in the previous year. The 
Treasurer of that colony did not ask t~ be 
allowed to borrow a shilling for the pur­
pose. In Victoria, they very wisely used 
the proceeds of land sales for such a pur­
pose as that, instead of passing the pro­
ceeds of their land sales into the Treasurv. 
We, on the other hand, sold land to ·a 
muchJarger extent than they did in Vic­
toria, and took the whole of the proceeds 
of these land sales into the Treasury, 
allowing the Colonial Treasurer to use 
every shilling in order to carry on the ordin­
ary obligations of government. Another 
item of a somewhat similar character, as 
to which there was even less justification 
for charging it against the loan fund, was 
that of "Admiralty ·wharf at W oolloo­
mooloo Bay, cost of filling up the ·back, 
£15,000." The Colonial Treasnrer, while 
committing the country to that expendi­
ture, which was no doubt a perfectly justi­
fiable expenditure, proposed to meet his 
obligation with refereJ!ce to it by going to 
England to borrow th~ money. In the 
Victorian estimates for the present year, 

page 86, he found these items-"Towards 
Koo-wee-rup Swamp Drainage Works, 
£20,000"; and also "Towards .reclamation 
works.at Port Melbourne Lagoon, to be re­
couped by sale ofreclaimed land, £46,000." 
The Government of Victoria, while com­
mitting the country to this large expendi­
ture, under.took the responsibility of carry­
ing out the works without borrowing a 
shilling of the money, while for the insig­
nificant item of £1,500 for work of a 
similar character to the work in Victoria 
just quoted, the Colonial Treasurer pro­
posed to commit the country to the 
unsound principle of allowing him to 
go to England to borrow the money. 
He did not for one moment question the 
propriety of carrying out many of the 
public works to which the Government 
proposed to commit the country. But the 
works to w:hich he was about to refer were 
of such a character that the Gov€rnment 
were quite unw:arranted in asking Parlia­
ment for authority to borrow in order to 
meet the cost of their construction. He 
had not made numerous references to 
other countries in order to illustrate the 
principle for which he had been contend­
ing; but in this instance he would refer 
bon. ·members to the neighbouring colony 
of Victoria, which had a population similar 
to ours, and which, from many other cir­
cumstances, constituted a good example to 
place before the Committee. Works simi­
lar to those to which be was about to refer 
were being carried on in the neighbouring 
colony of Victoria, and in every instance 
the necessary money was drawn either 
from the consolidated revenue or from the 
land revenue. In no instance did the 
Treasurer resort to the expedient of bor­
rowing money. 

Mr. HAROLD STEPHEN: There is not a 
quorum present, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIR~IAN: I must point out to 
the bon. member that it is exceedingly 
disorderly to direct the attention· to the 
state of the Committee when there is a 
quorum present. 

Mr. GARV AN said that he bad come 
across numerous instances in which Vic­
toria carried out from her consolidated 
revenue works, which it was proposed in 
this colony to carry out from loan vote ; 
but a few instances would be sufficient to 
illustrate his contention. He found that 
the Government of this colony proposed to 

11 
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borrow £13,000 for additions to the Parra­
matta Hospital for the Insane, and that 
they proposed to borrow £7,300 for altera­
tions to fit the Parramatta Protestant 
Orphan School for a similar hospital. 
'While he commended the Government for 
proposing to carry out the work, he con­
demned the proposal to discharge the obli­
gation incurred from borrowed money. 
Not only was the principle in itself un­
sound; but the Government had to guide 
them a totally different practice in regard 
to identical works followed in the neigh­
bouring colony of Victoria. In that colony 
works of this character were paid for from 
the consolidated revenue. On page 85 of 
the last estimates of the Government of the 
neighbouring colony hon. members would 
find a sum of £118,000 provided towards 
giving extra accommodation for 250 males, 
and 250 females, and for the construction of 
an asylum for pay patients, and receiving­
house, ancl an asylum for inebriates. 

Mr. HAROLD STEPHEN : There is no 
quorum present, Mr. Chairman. 

The 0HAIR)IAlll' : I trust the hon. mem­
ber will not unnecessarily interrupt the 
bon. member addressing the Committee. 

Mr. HAROLD STEPHEN said he had no 
intention of interrupting the hon. mem­
ber; but he apprehended that in accord­
ance with the rules of the House when he 
called attention to the fact that there was 
no quorum present the Chairman of Com­
mittees would take cognisance of the cir­
cumstance. 

The 0HAIR~IAN : I would remind the 
bon. member that there is another rule em­
powering the Ohair to suppress disorderly 
conduct. 

:!.VIr. GARV AN said that while the 
Government of this colony proposed to 
defray these comparatively small amounts 
on account of the insane from loan vote, 
the Government of Victoria proposed to 
expend £118,000 in connection with one 
work, taking the whole of the money from 
the consolidated revenue. It was by this 
system of dealing with our accounts-this 
system of paying from loan vote for works 
of a non·reprotluctive character, excluding 
the cost from the balance·sheet, that the 
Colonial Tre:tsurer was enabled to exhibit 
accounts showing a miserable surplus of 
£25,000. This wretched result was brought 
about only by ignoring obligations which 

[Jl£1·. Gan:an. 

properly attached to the revenue of this 
great colony. f Committee counted. J He 
would take another item from the loan es­
timates of the Government, a sum of 
£7,000 for improvements, Cowper 'Wharf, 
Woolloomooloo Bay. He had no doubt 
that this was an entirely justifiable work, 
and that the Minister was entitled to 
commendation for deciding to carry it 
out; but he objected to the charging 
of the loan vote for the cost. Now, while 
the Government of this colony proposed 
to borrow money in England to carry out 
this work, the neighbouring colony of Vic­
toria provided upon its last estimates a 
sum of no less than £60,000 for harbour 
works at Warnambool, the treasurer of 
the colony not asking for authority to 
borrow a single shilling in connection with 
the carrying out of the works. He would 
not occupy more time than was necessary 
to put his case logically before the Com­
mittee ; but there was another item to 
which he would refer. The Oovernment 
proposed to borrow £15,000 for the erec­
tion of a gaol at Silverton or Broken Hill. 
Let bon. members contrast with the bor­
rowing for that s~all expenditure the pro­
posal of the Victorian Government to ex­
pend £30,000 towards additions to "0" 
division at Pentridge for the accommoda­
tion and classification of female prisoners 
at present confined in Melbourne Gaol, a 
sum of £15,000 having been expended 
last year upon the same work. It was 
proposed to allow the Colonial Treasurer 
of this great colony, with its magnificent 
resources, to borrow £15,000 for the erec­
tion of a gaol at Broken Hill, while the 
colony of Victoria expended £30,000 upon 
additions at Pentridge from the consoli­
dated revenue. He came now to another 
item, in which bon. members were more in­
terested, the proposal to borrow £100,000 
for new Parliament Houses. N otwith­
.standing the enormous income to the 
Treasury from the alienation of the public 
estate, notwithstanding the fact that the 
a,·erage income of this colony from the 
public estate was upwards of £2,300,000, 
the Government proposed to go to Eng­
land to borrow £100,000 for the erection 
of new houses of Parliament. 

Mr. HAROLD STEPHEN : There is not a 
quorum present, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN: There is a quorum 
present. 
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Mr. GARRETT: Is· it not a gross breach 
of order, Mr. Chairman, for an hon. mem­
ber to call attention to the state of the 
Committee when there is a quorum pre­
sent~ 

1\ir. HAROLD STEPHEN said that on each 
occasion when he had riseu to call atten­
tion to the state of the Committee he was 
not aware that there was a quorum pre· 
sent. 

The CHAIRMAN : The hon. gentleman 
should take steps to assure himself that 
there is not a quorum present before he 
directs the attention of the Chairman to 
the supposed fact. • 

Mr. HAROLD STEPHEN : I did so ! 
The CHAIRMAN : The hon. gentleman 

cannot have done so. On several occa­
sions when the hon. member called atten- · 
tion to the state of the Committee, he 
must have been cognisant of the fact that 
there was a quorum present. I trust the 
hon. member will cease this disorderly 
conduct. 

Mr. GARVAN said that while the Go­
vernment of this colony were prepared to 
go to England to borrow £100,000 for the 
erection of new houses of Parliament -

Mr. HAROLD STEPHEN rose to make a 
personal explanation. 

The CHAIRMA.J.~: The hon. member will 
be seated. Mr. Garvan . 

. Mr. HAROLD STEPHEN : I have a right 
to speak. I claim my right to be heard 
in personal explanation. · 

The CHAIRMAN: The hon. member will 
be seated. Mr. Garvan. 

'Mr. HAROLD STEPHEN: But I rise to 
make a personal explanation. 

The CHAISMAN: Will the hon. member· 
take his seat 1 

Mr. HAROLD STEPHEN: Mr. Melville­
The CHAIRMAN: I£ the hon. member 

again attempts to interrupt the proceed­
ings of the Committee, I shall use th~ 
powers vested in the Chair to preserve 
order. 

Mr. HAROLD STEPHEN : I rise, sir, to 
make a personal explanation. 

The CHAIRMAN : Order. 
Mr. HAROLD STEPHEN.: I demand a 

hearing. I desire to make a personal ex­
planation, and that right must be con­
ceded to me. 

The CHAIRMAN : Will the hon. member 
be seated 1 The right which will be con­
ceded the hon. member, if he interrupts 

the proceedings of this Committee further, 
will be this-I shall instruct one of the 
officers of the House to remove the hon. 
member. If the hon. member has any 
explanation to make, he will have an 
opportunity to make it when t.he hon. 
member addressing the Chair resumes his 
seat. 

Mr. GARV AN said the item of expen­
diture to which he was directing the at~ 
tention of the Committee when he was 
interrupted, was of special interest, be­
cause it had formed the subject of com­
ment by the Treasurer of Victoria. That 
gentleman, in his budget speech delivered 
in July last, referred to the pro.posed ex­
penditure in connection with the Victorian 
houses of Parliament, and said : 

Now, the erection of Parliament Houses can­
not be regarded as a: reproductive work, al­
though so far as those who occupy it are con­
cerned, we hope that their work will always be 
reproductive, and I do not think that we are 
justified when we go to the London money 
market to borrow money for railways and other 
reproductive works, including a large sum for 
the erection of any portion of Parliament Houses. 

These were weighty words, coming from 
an undoubted authority on the subject. 
Not alone was the principle for which he 
was contending recognised in the neigh­
bouring colony ; but it was brought under 
the .consideration of the Assembly there 
with special emphasis. The Treasurer of 
Victoria proceeded : .· 

I do not think that that course is a right one, 
and I believe that the new departure we propose 
will be invaluable in the effect it will have in 
raising our credit in the eyes of those to whom 
we have to go when we desire to borrow money, 
and I venture to say that this proposal-we 
take £90,000 to build the north and east fronts 
of 'f',arliament houses-is a thoroughly justi­
fiable one. 

He quoted these words in order to show 
how emphatically the principle upon which 
the Colonial Treasurer of this colony was 
acting was condemned by the finance minis­
ter of Victoria. To emphasise that minister's 
condemnation of this unsound principle,. 
there was upon the Victorian estimates 
for this year a large sum of money for the 
Parliament Houses of Victoria. He would 
urge upon the Committee to consider how 
almost indecent it was, having regard 
to the resources of the colony, to go to 
the money lenders of England to bor­
row money to pay for the erection of our. 
houses of Parliament. ~ot only was it 

... 
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an outrage upon sound financing; but it 
must grate upon the patriotic feelings of 
every Australian in the colony. He 
thought we should wait for new houses of 
Parliament until we could erect them out 
of our own money. He did not think he 
need mention any more items. The works 
to which he had referred might be fairly 
designated as non-productive, and in every 
instance the Government of Victoria pro­
posed to expend large sums of money 
upon them from the consolidated revenue 
of the colony, while the Government of 
this colony proposed to go to England to 
borrow money for the works. He desired 
to make brief reference to another set of 
works which were of so extraordinary a 
character that he could not perceive how 
they could, by any process of reasoning, be 
brought into a loan bill. It was impossible 
to arrive at any reasona1le line of demar­
cation between these works and a number 
of other items, the cor,t. of which was 
every year defrayed from the consolidated 
revenue. He alluded to the large sums 
upon these estimates for roads and bridges. 
The Government proposed to borrow under 
this heading no less a sum than £248,100, 
excluding that large amount from our bal­
ance-sheet. Every shilling of this expen­
diture was excluded from the balance 
sheet submitted by the Colonial Treasurer 
that morning, showing a wretched surplus 
of £25,000. This was brought about by 
the wholesale ignoring of obligations which 
properly attached to the bon. gentleman as 
the guardian of our finances. There was 
one item of the same character put under 
a somewhat obscure heading : 

Additions, alterations, and improvements to 
toads, stations, and buildings, and for other 
purposes, including purchase of land required 
for extending works, £200,000. 

What warrant there was for· such an ex­
penditure from loan votes he could not 
discover~ Even if there had been prece­
dent after precedent in the past, he main­
tained the time had now come when a 
sounder system should be made obligatory 
on the occupants of the Treasury benches .. 
Passing from those items, he would refer 
to only one other character of vote. We 
were to be called upon under a loan bill, 
with which this Parliament was to deal 
before it rose, to authorise the Govern­
ment to borrow £718,200 to renew old 
bills falling due. Now, unquestionably, 

[Mr. Garvan. 

before the Colonial Treasurer attempted to 
renew those bills, he should have ascertained 
whether there was any tangible asset to 
represent them. Some of them were actu­
ally for works that did not exist in the 
colony of New South Wales; some for the 
erection of buildings in Queensland ; some 
for the clearing and snagging of rivers in 
Queensland. The Treasurer was asking 
us to renew bills on the basis of assets 
that did not exist at all, and there was, 
unquestionably, no warrant for that. His 
contention was that that portion of the 
asset that had ceased to exist should be a 
charge against the revenue of the year on 
which the bill fell due. He would give 
one illustration of a rather peculiar char­
acter to show the tendency to borrow on 
the part of the Government. There was 
one item for public works, 22 Victoria 
No. 26, an item of £5,000, for which we 
were asked to allow the Government to 
renew the bill. Now, there had been laid 
on the table of the House on the 20th 
August a return showing the whole of the 
existing loans of the country, and how they 
had been dealt with. He found on refer-

. ence to that document that the loan autho­
rised by 22 Victoria, No. 26, was £11,600: 
£5,000 for a lighthouse at Cape St. George, 
and £6,600 for a gaol at Brisbane. That 
loan was authorised so close to the time 
of the separation of Queensland from this 
colony, that only the £5,000 for the light­
house was spent; the balance of £6,600 
remained still in the Treasury of the coun­
try. Notwithstanding that they have that 
£6,600 unexpended, the Government asked 
us to ren·ew the bill for the £5,000. That 

. showed the extent 'of the tendency to 
borrow on every possible occasion if there 
was the barest shadow of justification. All 
those items to which he had referred should 
unquestionably be charged against the con­
solidated revenue of the year, and not 
against loan votes. In this loan bill, cover­
ing an amount of £6,903,896, the items of 
the character of those that he had detailed 
to the Committee amounted to an aggre­
gate of £2,975,313, the whole of which 
shouicl be a charge upon the consolidated 
revenue of the year, more particularly 
when the consolidated revenue in this 
colony included the whole of the profits 
from the land sales. It was only by ig­
noring his obligations with regard to that 
enormous sum that the Colonial Trea-
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surer was enabled to show a credit 
balance for the year of £25,000. Even 
the correctness of the principle for 
which he had contended might be ques­
tioned in its application to some of the 
items that he had detailed. It must be 
admitted that as to the vast·bulk of them 
it was utterly indefensible to charge them 
against loan funds. It was building up a 
great burden of debt against the future of 
the country, to enable the Colonial Trea­
surer from year to year to relieve himself 
of his obligations. He had shown the re­
sult up to the present time of this most· 
unsound system of dealing withourfinances. 
Comparing our position with that of Great· 
Britain, he had shown that after placing 
against our national debt every asset of a 
kind that was not possessed by England 
as against he-.- national debt, we had a de­
ficiency of £21,265,000,.the annual interest 
on which represented a burden per head 
of population of 57 per cent. more than· 
that of Great Britain. The comparison 
would have been still more to the disad­
vantage of the colony if he had not given 
credit for the telegraphs as an asset of a 
sort not possessed by Great Britain. It 
was not till just now that he had learnt 
that in England, too, the telegraphs were 
in the hands of the Government. He had 
also shown that while the result of the 
financial operations in this colony, after 
giving credit for every asset, had been a 
deficit of £21,265,000, the neighbouring 
colony of Victoria, with an equal popula" 
tion, had at the present moment not only 
no deficiency, but actually a surplus. Not 
only that, but we had sold more land than 
Victoria to the extent of 19,089,000 
acres, which, at the low rate of 15s. an 
acre, represented £14,317,000, giving a 
total adverse balance of £35,582,000; as· 
the result of government in New South 
Wales as compared with Victoria. 

Mr. GARRETT: That is just three t1mes' 
tb:e amount of the total land sold. There 
are the unpaid balances! 

Mr. GARV .AN would deal with that at 
some other time. He had shown that the 
government in this colony had been con­
ducted on SO unsound' a principle that it 
had left us with an adverse balance as 
compared with Victoria to the extent of 
£35,582,000. As to the mterjection of the· 
bon. member for Camden about the unpaid 
balances, there were unpaid balances in 

in Victoria as well as New South Wales;' 
but it must be borne in mind that those 
balances were included in the every-day 
revenue of New South Wales. 

Mr. GARRETT: No! 
Mr. GARV AN : The whole of the pro­

ceeds of the land sales went into the con­
solidated revenue, and every shilling of it 
was used in defraying the ordinary cost 
of· government. The balances due did not 
stand out as an asset to be credited against 
the capital debt. He regretted exceedingly 
that it had been necessary for him to 
occupy so much time, but he had been 
impelled by a ·strong sense of duty, and 
by a conviction that he possessed a know­
ledge of the subject which few other bon. 
members had laboured so hard to possess. 
He had given attention not only to the 
minutest details of the subject, but also to 
the great principles involved; and he hoped 
that the wrong principles he had brought. 
under review would receive the serious con­
sideration of parliaments in the future, and 
that the system, which had landed us in 
our present ruinous position, would be once 
and for all abandoned by the Parliament· 
of the country. 

Mr. CARRUTHERS said the bon. mem­
ber had made a speech of about four hours'· 
duration in the vain endeavour to show 
that this colony was in a bankrupt con­
dition ; but if be tried for years and years 
with dreary speeches of that character, he 
would ignominiously fail in the task. 

Mr. GARVAN rose to order. There had 
been attributed to him conduct and a de­
s(gn, that by no fair interpretation of' any 
word that escaped him, could be attributed' 
to• liim. The bon. member had said that 
he had striven to show that the colony was 
msolvent; He repudiated emphatically· 
either that he had asserted it, or that there. 
was any truth in it, no matter who had 
said it, 

Mr. CARRUTHERS saiditonlyshowed 
how the bon. member could fail to make 
himself understood by those who had to sit 
under the infliction of his speeches. The 
bon. member had said in the concluding 
part of his speech th!Lt he thought he had' 
shown the ruinous state of affairs in the 
colony. No doubt it was due to some 
defect in his education ; but he could not 
see the difference between a ruinous state 
of affairs and a state of bankruptcy. Now; 
the bon. member had ~one to a vast amount 
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of pains to prepare himself for his deliver­
ance, and therefore, if he had made any mis­
takes, 'had concealed auylhing that ought 
to have been disclosed, l1e was highly cen­
surable. Having devoted so much time 
to the subject, it was incumbent on the 
hon. member to place it truthfully and 
clearly before the country. Before he 
sat down he would show that in one or 
two important points the hon. member had 
concealed matters of vital issue, and if he 
had done that in one or two points, it 
might be taken for granted that his whole 
speech was founded on specious arguments. 
The hon. member quoted from speeches of 
the Victorian Premier with regard to the 
erection of the houses of Parliament in 
Victoria, in order to show how that gentle­
man had spoken against expending money 
on the erection of parliamentary build­
ings, and to show that the money had this 
year been placed on the estimates as a 
charge against the consolidated revenue 
fund. Now, the fact was that the parlia­
mentary buildings in Victoria were built 
out of loan funds. ·when any hon. mem­
ber sought to mislead the Committef;l by 
suppressing a fact of that character, it 
showed how much value was to be at­
tached to the whole of his utterances on 
the finances of the colony. When hon. 
members came here to speak about the 
financial position of New South ·wales, it 
behoved them to speak the truth, and not 
to seek to gain their objects by suppress­
ing facts of material importance. Up to 
the 30th June, 1887-over two years ago 
-there had been expended from loan 
votes on the law courts and Parliament 
Houses in Victoria, no less a Bum than 
£481,757 ; yet the hon. member declaimed 
against the expenditure of £100,000 for 
parliamentary buildings in New South 
Wales. 

Mr. GARVAN: Does the bon. member 
think it is a sound principle 1 

Mr. CARRUTHERS : The hon. mem­
ber laid it down as a broad principle that 
the loan expenditure should be only upon 
reproductive works-that we should have 
something to show the English investor in 
the annual returns as against each of the 
works on which loans were expended. 
Now, the principle that had hitherto 
guided these colonies and all young coun­
tdes in their loan expenditure was this : 
that whilst reproductive works were justi-

[ .il£r. Carr~tthers. 

fiable charges upon loan funds, simply 
because of their reproductive character, 
there were works of a great national and 
permanent charactet·, which, as they were 
built for posterity, it was only fair that 
posterity should pay for. We left to pos­
terity the assets which, in this thinly popu­
lated colony, we had built for their benefit. 
By our land policy we were locking up mil­
lionsofbroad acres of land, andhandingthem 
down as a large and valuable asset to those 
who came after us. vVe could say to pos­
terity, "vVe are depriving ourselves of the 
money which these lands would realise, 
and we are building works which will last 
for centuries, which will enable you to 
occupy those lands, to carry on commerce 
between one portion of the colony and an­
other, and as we complete these works we 
leave to you, to a certain extent, the task 
of paying for them with the magnificent 
asset we leave you." Now, there was an­
other point the hon. member had made in 
speaking of the two colonies. The hon. 
membP.r had displayed a want of patriotism 
which was too often displayed in New 
South Wales. Not only here, but at pub­
lic meetings everywhere, there .was a con­
stant attempt to decry the fortunes and 
position of New South Wales. New South 
vVales had to meet her obligations, to pay 
her public debt; but she had a larger asset 
in hand than the sister colony. 

Mr. ScHEY : Who made the asset ~ 
Mr. CARRUTHERS: Thereweremany 

hon. members who would like to see the 
policy they advocated rise like a phrenix 
out of the ruin of New South Wales. 

Mr. ScHEY asked if the hon. member 
was in order in describing any members 
of the Committee as having a dishonorable 
desire to see their policy rising triumph ant 
out of the ruins of New South Wales~ 

1\'Ir: GARRETT: It is true ! 
Mr. ScHEY must ask for protection from 

the barking of thehon.memberfor Camden. 
The CHAIRMAN: The hon. member must 

withdraw the offensive expression he has 
used towards the hon. mem her for Camden. 

Mr. ScHEY said that if he thought that 
the hon. member for Camden could possibly 
be insulted by such an expression --

The CHAIRMAN: The hon. member can­
not by inference do what the Chair has 
ruled he cannot do directly. w·hat is the 
use of offering an apology, and at the same 
time adding an insult~ 
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Mr. SenEY unconditionally withdrew 
the words, and apologised. At the same 
time he would like to point out that while 
hon. mcm hers on the other side were very 
strictly guarded from insult --

The CHAIRMAN: Will the hon. member 
state his point of order. He is only at 
liberty in stating the point of order to give 
such reasons as to his mind, if he com­
plains of words being offensive, show that 
they are offensive.. He is not at liberty 
to enter into a general debate as to the 
merits of the point of order that he raises. 

Mr. ScHEY conceived that the expression 
used by the Minister of Public Instruc· 
tion was personally offensive. It amounted 
to a charge that hon. members on the 
Opposition side-of whom he was one­
desired to see their policy flourish on the 
ruins of New South Wales. That was 
personally offensive to him, and was calcu­
lated to be offensive to every hon. member 
on that side of the Rouse. 

Mr. WALL wished to say on the point 
of order-if there was a point of order­
that he thought we had had enough of the 
gag, and he regretted to see any hon. 
member on the Opposition side attempting 
to impose it. He did not consider the Min­
ister of Public Instruction had said any­
thing offensive. If objection were to be 
taken to such expressions it was time that 
we shut up Parliament. 

The CrrAIR~IAN : I fail to see that the 
words could possibly be construed into an 
offence. Ron. members must not think 
that whenever they choose to say that an 
expression is offensive to them, the power 
of maintaining order is to be called into 
play. The Minister of Public Instruction 
has not used any offensive expressions, 
and is not out of order. 

Mr. CARRUTHERS certainly did not 
intend to charge hon. members on the 
Opposition side with what was sought 
to be placed upon him. He admitted 
freely that there were many members 
sitting on the other side of the House who 
just as much as himself had the best inter­
ests of the country at heart-who said 
very little against the colony, and who spoke 
fairly and openly of it; but there were 
other hon. members against whom the 
charge he had made might fairly be levelled. 
He did not level it in an offensive way, 
but simply as a matter of fair debate. 
If we referred to the statistics compiled 

from the public records of the colony by 
the Government Statistician, we found that 
the total public wealth of the colony was 
£183,200,000 in 1887, as against a loan 
expenditure of £40,000,000 at that date. 
That amount was made up in this way : 
Railways, tramways, telegraphs, and other 
revenue yielding works, £47,800,000. On 
those works we had expended something 
like £60,000,000; but the Go,·ernment 
Statistician took them at £12,200,000 less 
than that. Then there were public works 
and buildings not yielding revenue, or only 
indirectly, £16,000,000, and unsold Crown 
lands and balances due on lands sold con­
ditionally, £114,000,000. We knew that 
we had something like 144,000,000 acres 
of Crown lands which were not alienated, 
nor contracted to be alienated ; and that 
we had balances due from conditional pur­
chasersofsomethinglike£12,000,000. Any 
one looking fairly and impartially at the 
statistics ofthiscolonywould recognise that 
they were accurate-that they were an un­
der·statement, if anything ; and before the 
colony was called upon to pay these loans it~:; 
assets would be worth infinitely more than 
they were at the present time. We had, 
therefore, £183,000,000 worth of assets 
to meet our obligations, already incurred 
or to be incurred hereafter. The hon. 
member for Eden had condemned the item 
of £200,000 proposed to be charged to 
loan account for expenditure on public 
school buildings, and he had tried to con­
nect that in rather a shadowy way with 
the financial statement of the Colonial 
Treasurer for this year. Now, not one 
shilling of that money had been antici­
pated in any shape or form: the whole 
expenditure of the Public Instruction De­
partment for this year had been charged 
to revenue, and therefore it had not been 
used in any way in order to do away with 
the obligations the Government had in­
curred this year. The hon. member had 
gone to the colony of Victoria to show 
that we ought not to encroach upon loan 
votes for the expenditure upon our public 
school buildings. The hon. member had 
quoted the report for last year, and the 
estimates for last year, and he left hon. 
members under the impression that the 
public schools in Victoria were built out 
of the annual revenue from the consoli­
dated fund. What were the facts 1 In 
Victoria, from the establishment of the 
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public instruction system up to the present 
time, .every penny for erecting public 
schools had been paid out· of loan votes. 
The sum up to the middle of 1887 was·. 
£1,063,000-charged to-loan account; and· 
expendeclinerectingpublic schools through-· 
out the length and breadth of the colony. 
When the bon. member went to Victoria 
for arguments against charging loan votes 
with that expenditure, he went to the very 
country which had been doing it from be­
ginning to end. In New South Wales; 
since the Public Instruction Act· b.ad been 
in force, we had spent on public schoo1 
buildings a sum of £1,700,000, and the 
whole of that had been charged against: 
the consolidated revenue, except £60,000. 
Then the hon. member went to· England 
to· show how we were breaking through the 
rules which should govern our finance with 
regard to loan expenditure, and the bon.· 
member left every member of the House· 
to believe that in England there was no 
precedent for this sort of thing. The fact 
was that in England the amount borrowed. 
to build board schools, and now charge"· 
able against loans, was no less than 
£19,000,000. The hon. member had con-· 
sumed a large portion of the time of the· 
Committee on purpose to mislead, he 
would not say intentionally; but the hon. 
member did mislead the Committee. with 
regard to those two items, and that shouid 
set every member thinking as to the 
value of his remarks. The hon. member, 
with all his research, had fitiled to grasp~ 
the broad principle underlying the charge 
for building public schoolhouses. He had. 
said that in this colony we set apart noneo 
of our land revenue to meet any of these' 
obligations, and he had quoted the very· 
wise provision made in. Victoria, where a. 
certain amount of land revenue waS' set· 
aside for certain purposes. In this colony 
we had done exactly the same in. another 
way with regard to public instruction. 
We had 800,000 acres ofthe best land in. 
New South Wales originally set apart 
as church and school lands now made 
available to meet the expenses• of carry-· 
ing on education in this colony. It 
would be easy to show that this parti-• 
ctrlar item condemned by his hon. friend' 
was more justifiable, perhaps, than any 
item charged against the loan votes for• 
years past, and· to show how utterly· 
his hon. friend had failed to make out a 

[ 11fr. Carruthers. 

case against the Coionial Treasurer in this 
instance, not only had we this 800,000' 
acres of land to meet the obligation, but 
there was in the public treasury, to the 
credit of the public school endowment ac­
count, a-sum of £198,842, and before the 
end of the year we should have over 
£200,000; so that, if the English creditor 
came> and demanded to be paid this sum 
at a moment's notice, there was the money 
in the Treasury to pay it. We had com-· 
ing in from our church and school lands 
an an.nual rental of £16,000, which was· 
enough to pay interest at 4 per cent. on 
£400,000. vV e had one piece of land 4, 000· 
acres in extent, within about halfanhour's 
drive from Syney, for which the department 
hadr.efuseda sumofnolessthan£2,000,000'. 
That was part of the asset to meet any 
obligation that the department might· in~ 
cur; If the people of this colony wanted 
public schools of a substantial character 
erectecl to carry on the work of education 
now and hereafter, it was a fair thing to 
charge the loan votes with the amount· to· 
be borrowed, when we had the means of 
paying twice as much interest as we shou:ld · 
be called on to pay, and when we had an 
asset worth many millions, and ever in-· 
creasing in value·. Now, if we examined 
the other items which had been referred to· 
by the hon. member for Eden, we should 
find tl:at grossly as the case had been mise 
represeJ..'tedwith regard to those two points, 
the saml misrepresentation had been made' 
throughout. The hon. membermightcharge 
uswith unfairness in putting harbourworks' 
upon the loan est~mates. In Victoria tlfe• 
Government· had very little harbour work· 
to· do~- because the bulk of the harbour 
work was· done by the harbour trust; which 
had power to pledge the credit· of the 
colony as freely as the Government could. 
It. incurred its own obligations; which were 
a charge on the national revenue. Yet in 
Victoria, we found that up to the end of 
June, 1887, there was a charge for harbour' 
works of £129,000.; for bridges, £92,000; 
for a graving dock, £341,000 ;·for public. 
offices,. besides the public schools, £16 2, 000-; 
water supply; £4,800,000; and for railway 
works, £23,000,000. Their·expenditur.e in 
that period from loan votes. amounted to' 
£30,000,000, out of a total expenditure' of• 
£53,000,000, while in New· South Wales 
the' expenditure from loan votes wa:s- only' 
£40,000;000, out of a total expenditure on 
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public works of £63,000,000. On those 
few points he thought he had shown that 
the hon. member for Eden had misled the 
Committee in his comparisons between Vic­
toria, England, and New South Wales ; 
and when we found that on vital points 
like those his research had not led him to 
put the truth before the Committee, it 
was enough to make hon. members look 
with suspicion on the whole of his argu­
ments. New South \Vales was in as good 
a financial position as any colony of the 
Australian group ; and the legislature had 
nothing to fear from the expenditure pro­
posed by the present Government. 

Question resolved in the affirmative; 
Resolved (on motion by Mr. McMILLAN): 
That towards making good the supply granted 

to her Majesty for the supplementary service of 
the year 1888, and previous years, the, sum of 
£375,138 12s. 3d. be granted out of the Consoli­
dated Revenue Fund of New South Wales. 

Resolutions reported and agreed to. 
Bill presented, and read the first and 

second times. 
In Committee: 
Clause 3 (Colonial Secretary). 

Mr. DIBBS moved : 
That the following item be omitted :-" Re­

muneration to Mr. John DM•ies, from 2nd May 
to 30th December, 1887, for services as chair­
man of the late Casual Labour Board, in addition 
to allowance paid to him for tra veiling expenses, 
£1,102 lOs." 
He was not going to weary the Committee 
with any further debate on the question; 
but he wished again to enter a protest 
against the payment of this money. 

Question-That the words proposed to 
be omitted stand part of the clause-put. 
The Committee divided: 

Ayes, 34; noes, 24; majority, 10. 

Abigail, F. 
Brown, H. H. 
Brunker, J. N. 
Carruthers, J: H. 
Clubb, G. 
Cooke, H. H. 
Dale, D. 
Fuller, G. W. 
Garrett; T. 
Gould, A. J. 
Greene, G. H. 
Hawken, N. 
Hawthorne, J. S. 
Haynes, J. 
King, R. J. 
Lee, C. A. 
Lees, S. E. 
McMillan, W. 

AYES. 

O'Connor, D. 
Parkes, Sir Henry 
Paul, W. H. 
Plumb, J. 
Seaver, J. C. B. P. 
Smith, Bruce, 
Smith, S. 
Street, J. R. 
Taylor, H. 
Teece, W. 
Wheeler, J. 
Wilkinson, R. B. 
Wilshire, J. T. 
Woodward, F; 

Teile1·s, 
Dangar, 0. 0. 
Nobbs, J. 

NoEs. 
Chanter, J. ~:L Playfair, T. 
Clarke, H. Schey, W. F. 
Creer, J. See, J. 
Dalton, T. Stephen, Harold 
Dawson, H. Stevenson, R. 
Dibbs, G. R. Traill, W. H. 
Dowel, W. S. Walker, T. 
Edmunds, W. Wilkinson, J. 
Garvan, J. P. Wright, F. A. 
Howe, J.P. 
Hutchison (Glen J1mes) Tellers, 
Lakeman, A. Hassall, T. H. 
Lyne, W. J. Wall, W. C. 

Question so resolved in the affirmative. 
Bill reported without amendment ; re­

port adopted. 
Bill read the third time. 

RELEASE FROM CUSTODY OF 
MR. CRICK. 

Sir HENRY PARKES : I beg to move: 
That the hon. member for \Vest Macquarie, 

William Patrick Crick, Esquire, on his enter­
ing the House and expressing regret for his 
conduct and offering a suitable apology, be dis­
charged from the custody of the Serjeant·at­
Arms. 
In submitting this motion I desire to say 
two or three words. No friend of the hon. 
member for West Macquarie can more 
sincerely desire than I do that that hon. 
member's capabilities may in future be so 
directed as to redound to his proper useful­
ness and to the credit of the country. 

Mr. SPEAKER : I think I am bound to 
say that the resolution can only be taken 
with concurrence. 

HoN. ME)IBERS : Hear, hear ! 
Question resolved in the affirmative. 
The hon. member fm· West 111acquarie ~cas con-

ducted into the Ohambe1· by the Serjeant-at-A 1·ms. 

Mr. SPEAKER : Mr. William Patrick 
Crick, I have to inform you that the 
House has arrived at a resolution to this 
effect, that if you, on entering the House, 
express regret for your conduct and offer 
a suitable apology, you be thereupon dis­
charged from the custody of the Sergeant­
at-Arms. I trust that that apology will 
be given. 

l\fr. CRICK : As I stated yesterday, I 
did not attempt to justify the words 
which I uttered in the heat of debate. I 
could not express regret for words which, 
I did not use, not for the words attributed 
to me. The words which I said I did use 
I could not but express regret for. No 
one could feel deeper regret for having 
used them than I did myself. Mr. Speaker, 
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I trust that the House will see that it was 
at a very excited moment when the words 
were uttered, and I do deeply regret hav­
ing used those words. 

Mr. SPEAKER: I presume that the 
House is satisfied. 

HoN. MEMBERS : Hear, hear! 
Mr. SPEAKER : I now direct the hon. 

member's discharge ft·om the custody of 
the Sergeant-at-Arms. 

Honse adjourned at 4'36 p.m. (~atnrday). 

lLeuiziatibe QI:ouncil. 
Tuesday, 8 Octobe1·, 1889. 

Public Expenditure-Appropriation Bill. 

The PRESIDENT took the chair. 

PUBLIC EXPENDITURE. 
Mr. JACOB asked the REPRESENTATIVE 

OF THE GOVERNMENT (without notice),­
Have any payments of any kind whatever 
been made by the Government, or with· 
their sanction, within this week, incl1,1ding 
to-day, out of the consolidated revenue 
fnJ?.d, which have not been authorised by 
any act of the legislature of this colony; 
and if such payments have been made, to 
whom, to what amounts, and under what 
authority~ 

Mr. W. H.SUTTORanswered,-Under 
the exceptional circumstances of the case, 
().nd in view of a special urgency, the 
salaries and wages of the public servants 
have, without the authority of the Appro­
priation Act, been paicl.this clay, amount­
ing, without other payments, to over 
£250,000. 

APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Bill received ft·om the Legislative As-

sembly, and read the first time. 
Motion (Mr. W. H. SuTTOR) proposed: 
That the bill be now read the second time. 
llir. DE SALIS: I am not aware that 

leave has been given to pass the hill through 
all its stages. 

The PRESIDENT : A motion for the sus­
pension of the standing orders was carried 
on the 26th of last month. 

Mr. DE SALIS : Does that remain m 
force during the whole session~ 

· [.i!fr."Crick. 

The PRESIDENT·: The question was then 
decided with the consent of all the mem­
bers of the House : 

That so much of the standing orders be ~us­
pended as would preclude the passing of " A 
Bill to appropriate and apply out of the Consoli­
dated Revenue Fund of New South "\Vales cer­
tain sums, to make good the supplies granted 
for the service of the year 1889, aud for the year 
1888 and previous years," through all its stages 
in one sitting of the Council, with precedence 
over all other business on the paper ~or that day. 

Mr. DR SALIS: There is another ques­
tion-whether the bill was in existence at 
all, and whether we could entertain a 
money bill --

The PRESIDENT: If the hon. member 
wishes to bring up a point of order he 
must do so formally. 

Question proposed. 
Mr. COX : There is an item in the bill, 

"Immigration, £8,000." I was under the 
impression that the immigration votes had 
long ceased. Certainly we had immigra­
tion votes for some years after the immi­
gration acts had ceased ; but that was to • 
comply with engagements previously en­
tered upon. I should like to know what 
this amount is meant to cove·r 1 

Mr. JACOB : I thought that some hon. 
member more entitled to be heard would 
have risen under the peculiar circum­
stances of the case to draw attention to 
the manner· in which this bill is brought 
before us. I should have thought, too, 
that the Vice-President of the Executive 
Council would have offered some explana­
tion of the circumstances. Possiblv the 
hon. gentleman agrees with the view of the 
Premier-that this House has nothing at 
all to do with the Appropriation Bill, ex­
cept, as a matter of form, to pass it. I do 
not hold that opinion, and this House has 
never held that opinion. This House pro­
tested long ago against that view, and also 
against the action which has been taken 
in this case, of suspending the standing· 
orders, so that an important bill like this 
might pass through all its stages in one 
day. In 1862 an appropriation bill came 
into this Chamber under somewhat similar 
circumstances. On the 17th of January of 
that year I find this entry in the Minutes: 

Appropriation Bill, 1861-2 :-Upon the order 
of the day for the consideration of this bill in 
Committee of the Whole being read, the Attor­
ney.General moved, pursuant to contingent no-· 
tice, by leave amended, "That so much of the 
standing orders be suspended as would preclude 




