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Government to buy the whole of the pro-
perty in the district, because it was not
worbh the amount of money proposed to be
expended.

The Hon. A. KiTaiL : And then they
would have to make an entrance !

The Hon. J. MACINTOSH did not sup-
pose that the 17} miles of length to which
he had referred was more than 8 miles as
the crow flies. We had no surety that the
work would be carried out in a proper
manner. In fact, none of the works
carried out by the Works Department had
justified the estimates made in regard to
them.,

Clause agreed to.

Clause 4, schedule, and preamble, agreed
to.

Bill reported without amendment; re-
port adopted.

House adjourned at §:14 p.m.
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Mr. SpeAKER took the chair.

METEOROLOGICAL CONDITIONS.
Dr. ROSS asked the MinisTER OF PUs-
tic InsTrUCTION,—(1.) Has his attedtion

been directed to a letter in the Daily Tele-
graph of the 25th August, from one Charles
Brown of Rushcutter’s Bay, in reference
to the weather report that was laid upon’
the table of the House last week in reply
to a series of questions by Dr. Ross, anent
the late unusual and unprecedented un-
settled weather and rainfall that has oc-
curred in Sydney and coastal districts
during the last three months? (2.) Will
he, after reading Mr. Brown’s letter ques-
tioning the accuracy of the weather re-
turns furnished by the Government As-
tronomer, state if he is still of the same

_opinion that the colony in and around

Sydney and coastal districts has not been
visited by any unusual or unprecedented
amount of rainfall? (3.) Will he, for the
information of the public, obtain from the
Government Astronomer a return showing
when and where in previous years the same
unsettled weather and amount of rainfall
occurred within the same limited period of
three months, and the same number of wet
days in the same months of June, July,
and August?

Mr. PERRY answered,—I will pre-
sently lay this information upon the table
of the House in the form of a return.

Dr. ROSS asked the MiNisTER oF Pup-
Lic InsTructTION,—(1.) In view of the dis-
astrous seasons and meteorological pheno-
mena from which the colony of late years
has suffered, will he obtain from the Go-
vernment Astronomer answers to the fol
lowing questions to be laid upon the table
of this House for the information of the
general public, namely,—(a) Are there
any direct or indirect connection with
meteorologic phenomena occurring in these
colonies with similar conditions of weather
existing in Europe; that is, do the seasons
alternate from north to south successively,
aud in the same favourable or unfavour-
able manner alike in both hemispheres?
(b) Is it a fact thatif the summer of Great
Britain be hot and dry, the following
summer in New South Wales and Aus-
tralia will probably also bring hot and dry
weather or undue heat and drought? (c) If
any analogy exists in the weather between
the two hemispheres, namely, north and
south, will he explain howsuch meteorologic
phenomera arise or occur, if any ! (d) By
taking a comparison or_contrast with the
seasons as they exist in Burope, will it have
any effect in enabling a more definite and
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reliable forecast of weather to be obtained
in these colonies, in place of relying, as at
present, on changes that from time to
time occur locally, and are recorded in
Australia ? (e) Is it not a fact, borne
out by long and close observation made by
leading experts, that tropical seasons north
of the line are usually followed by analo-
gous seasons and similar phases of weather
in the southern tropical seasons; that is,
that cold winters in the European tem-
perate zone are invariably followed by
cold winters in New South Wales, Vie-
toria, and New Zealand? (/) Will Mr.
Russell and his staff investigate and re-
port on these important matters, with
the view of sending out pamphlets in-
structing farmers and graziers how to
forecast, the general nature of ensuing
seasons, so that the system of publication
of weather forecasts may become of some
benefit to producers, as well as to the
maritime interests, that are apparently
more immediately concerned in these
wéather forecasts and reports, and which
are confined principally within a very
limited period, or only a few hours or days
to the meteorologic phenomena or changes
likely to happen and occur. (g) From
recent rains, high winds, and meteorologic
phenomena occurring in the west and
south-west portions of the colony, what is
likely to be the probable weather forecasts
duringtheapproaching harvest season ; and
is the weather forecast likely to be favour-
able or unfavourable to the farming and
grazing interests ! (2.) Will he see that as
the subject-matter of these inquiries at the
hands of Mr. Russell should prove of wide-
worldscientificinterest, not only to Austra-
lia, but also to Europe, &c., that all impor-
tant meteorologic phenomena in regions
likely to precede analogous seasons in our
clime should in future be carefully noted,
and the public advised thereon by Mr.

Russell inhis weather forecasts? (3) Will '

the Government recognise the wisdom of
urging investigations in this direction for
the purpose of utilising more fully obser-
* vations of natural phenomena, which
promises to become a field of deep scien-
tific research likely to prove fruitful of
good practical resultsin the way of amelio-
rating and lessening the suffering and loss
that has arisen of late years in these
colonies owing to unforeseen disastrous
droughts?

[Dr. Ross.

Local Government Bill,

Mr. PERRY answered,—As it will
take some time to prepare this informa-
tion, will the hon. member be good enough
to move for it in the form of a return ¢

TRUSTEES : HURSTVILLE PARK.

Mr. HAYNES asked the SEcrETARY
FoR LanDs,—Has he any objection to the
appointment of the Hurstville Council as
trustees of the Hurstville Park, as advised
by a recent public meeting of the towns-
people ?

Mr. HASSALL answered,~—I have no

objection.

INSPECTOR AND EXAMINER OF
SCHOOLS.

Mr. AFFLECK asked the MINISTER OF
PusLic Ixsrrucrion,—(1.) What are the
position and duties of inspector and ex-
aminer of schools? (2.) What are the
position and duties of district inspector
of schools? (3.) What are the position
and duties of inspector of schools?

Mr. PERRY answered,—(1l.) An ex-
aminer is an inspector, who is also a
member of the board for the examination
of teachers, pupil teachers, &ec. (2.) A
district inspector has supervision over in-
spectors in his own district in addition to
carrying out the duties prescribed in
regulations 96 to 100 under the Public
Instruction Act. (3.) See regulations 96
to 100 inclusive under the Public Instrue-
tion Act.

RAILWAY : JERILDERIE TO
DENILIQUIN.

Mr. CHANTER asked the SECRETARY
ror PuBLic Works,—(1.) Has he yet
considered the application made for the
construction of a line of railway from
Jerilderie to Deniliquin? (2.) Will he
state if it is his intention to submit this
proposal to Parliament for its approval?

Mr. OSULLIVAN answered,—~I have

not yet had time to thoroughly consider
this proposal, but it will receive my best
attention, together with a number of simi-
lar requests.

LOCAL GOVERNMENT BILL.

Mr. CHANTER asked the CoLoXI1AL
TrEAsURER,—(1.) Will the Government
introduce a comprehensive local govern-
ment bill during the present session ? (2.)
If not, when? (3.) Will the Government



- Amended Fire Brigades Act. {18 Ocr., 1899.]

undertake to deal with this measure before
altering the present constitution of the

present Parliament by reducing its num-
bers ?

Mr. LYNE answered,—(1 and 2.) If
such measure is introduced it will only be
for consideration next session. It is not
possible to deal with it before Christmas.
(3.) It is impossible to say at present.

AMENDED FIRE BRIGADES ACT.

Mr. CHANTER asked the CoLoNIAL
SECRETARY,—(1.) Has his attention been
directed to the urgent necessity for an
amending fire brigades act ¥ (2.) Will he
introduce an amending bill during the
present session ?

Mr. SEE answered,—Yes, and the
matter will receive consideration.

EXCHANGE OF LAND, LARRAS LAKE.

Dr. ROSS asked the SECRETARY FOR
Lanps,—(1.) Has any further action been
taken to grant to Mr. Jas. Lee, of Larras
Lake, Molong district, an exchange of a
barren waterless piece of land, about 200
acres, for a more valuable water reserve of
never-failing supply of water, with about
a mile frontage to the Molong Creek and
Bell River; if so, has any decision yet
been arrived at in the matter? (2.) In
the interests of bond fide settlement, will
he, in the above case, see that the interest
of the general public is not sacrificed in
order to conciliate a spirit of land mono-
poly, seeing that the Larras Lake Estate
already consists of something like 40,000
to 50,000 acres of freehold ?

Mr. HASSALL answered,—The ex-
change has received ministerial approval ;
but before sending the papers on to the
Executive Council I am giving the matter
my careful consideration ; but I am
doubtful whether the decision already
given can be reversed, even if expedient.

CROWN LANDS : BATHURST
PARKES.

Dr. ROSS asked the SECRETARY FOR
Laxps,—(1.) Are there any vacant Crown
lands available and open for selection at
the present time in the districts of Bath-
urst and Parkes ; if so, the area of the
same? (2.) Will he see that a list of such
vacant Crown lands in the above districts
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is published in the Government Gazette at
an early date, for the information of the
general public and those seeking to make
homes for themselves and their families on
the waste lands of the Crown ¢

“Mr. HASSALL answered,—(1.) Bat-
hurst district :— Available for conditional
purchase, 210,926 acres; available for
homestead selection, 159 acres ; available
for settlement lease, 5,201 acres. Parkes
district :—Available for conditional pur-
chase, 133,553 acres ; available for home-
stead selection, 927 acres ; available for
settlement lease, 23,481 acres. (2.) Itis
not deemed advisable to publish such a
list in the Government Gazeite, as the cost
would be out of proportion to the benefit
which might be derived from such publica-
tion. Intending applicants for land can
obtain all the necessary information from
local land agents, or at the Information
Bureau, Sydney.

ENTRANCE TO CENTENNIAL PARK.

Mr. WHIDDON asked the CoLONIAL
SEcRETARY,—(1.) Will he consider the
necessity and public convenience of a large
section of the western portion of the city
and suburbs of having the entrance to the
Centennial Park, at the intersection of
Cleveland-street and the Randwick Road,
being opened to the public by the erection
of suitable gates for vehicles and foot
passengers ! (2.} In view of the long time
that this portion of the park has been
closed, will he give immediate considera-
tion to the foregoing request %

Mr. SEE answered, —Yes.

CHARLES MEYER.

Mr. HAWTHORNE asked the Minis-
TER OF JUSTICE,—(l.) Is he aware that
Charles Meyer, who was convicted of steal-
ing a watch from his step-brother, and was
sentenced by Stipendiary Magistrate Wil-
shire, at the Glebe Court, on the 12th in-
stant, to fourteen days’ hard labour in
Darlinghurst Gaol, is of weak intellect?
(2.) If on inquiry the above statement be
found true, will he at once release the
youth from custody ?

Mr.PERRY answered,—(1.) Oninquiry
it has been ascertained that the visiting
surgeon to the gaol considers Meyer to be
of weak inteilect. (2.) The matter will be
fully considered.
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CITY RAILWAY EXTENSION.

Mr. COHEN asked the CoroN1aL TrEA-
SURER,—(1.) Does the proposed scheme
for the city railway extension include the
resumption of the Devonshire-street burial
grounds? (2.) If so, will timely notice
be given of any proposal for carrying this
purpose into effect, so as to enable the
relatives and friends of those buried there
to make necessary arrangements in antici-
pation of the resumption of the land?
(3.) Will the Government consider the
question of paying the expenses of remov-
ing and re-erecting the monuments ?

Mr, LYNE answered,—(1.) Yes. (2.
Yes. (3.) Yes.

SURVEYORS ON RAILWAY ROUTE,
TENTERFIELD TO CASINO.

Mr. C. A. LEE asked the SECRETARY
ror PuBLic Works,—Has he withdrawn,
or is it his intention to withdraw the sur-
veyors from the railway route Tenterfield
to Casino, before the deviations recom-
mended by Mr. Surveyor Kennedy have
been surveyed ?

Mr. OSULLIVAN answered,—When
this officer has finished his work he will
be transferred.

STOCK FROM QUEENSLAND.

Mr. C. A. LEE asked the SEcrRETARY
FOR MINES AND AGRICULTURE,—(1.) What
decision bas been arrived at regarding the
closing of the New South Wales border
against stock from Queensland? (2.) In
the event of the border being closed, will
he allow of sufficient time for stock en
route from clean districts to reach and
cross into this colony ?

Mr. FEGAN answered,—(1.) No de-
cision has yet been arrived at. (2.) If it
be decided to close the border a reasonable
time will be given, but on its expiry no
stock will be allowed to cross under any
circumstances. 1 may add, that seeing
that the question is one in which the two
colonies are concerned-—Queensland and
our own—1I thought it better to send this
question on to my hon. colleague, the Pre-
mier, to deal with.

TRANSMISSION OF PUBLICATIONS.

Mr. J. C. L. FITZPATRICK asked
the PosTMASTER-GENERAL,—In view of the
circumstance that a large number of trade
and other publications are registered for

free transmission through the post as news.
papers, will he take steps in the direction
of amending the regulations now in opera-
tion, thus making them more rigorous in
regard to such matter of registration.

Mr. CRICK answered,—As stated by
my predecessor, in reply to questions of the
hon. member, nothing is allowed to pass
free unless it conforms to the definition
and conditions prescribed by sections 3 to
6 of the Postage Acts Amendment Act,
56 Victoria, No. 31. A more restrictive
definition can only be provided for by fresh

legislation, and a bill dealing with the .

question has already been drafted. I might
further state for the hon. member’s infor-
mation, that no doubt the practice to
which he refers is being carried on, and
that a good deal of matter goes through
the Post Office which ought not to do so.
As the law stands at present we cannot
stop it. Fresh legislation is needed to en-
able us to do so, and, if time permits, a
bill will be proceeded with during the
present session.

AMENDMENT OF LIBEL LAW,

Mr. J. C. L. FITZPATRICK asked
the ATTORNEY-GENERAL,—Will he, this
session, introduce a bill having for its
object the amendment of the law of libel ;
if not, will he take up the Defamation
Bill, passed in the Legislative Council
recently ?

Mr. WISE answered,—I hope to deal
with this matter as early as the business
of the House will permit. )

BRANDS AND PRIVATE MARKS ON
- SHEEP.

Mr. J. C. L. FITZPATRICK asked
the ATToRNEY-GENERAL,—WIill he cause
to be introduced a bill, based upon the
lines of the Cattle-stealing Prevention Act,
but aiming at securing the prevention of
sheep-stealing by rendering it compulsory
for butchers and purchasers of sheep and
of sheepskins to keep a record of brands
and private marks appearing thereon ?

Mr. WISE answered,—Not this session;
but I will keep the matter under con-
sideration.

WATCHMEN, WOOLLOOMOOLOO BAY.

Mr. CHANTER( for Mr. Quiny) asked
the CoroxialL TREASURER,—Is he aware
that watchmen at Woollcomooloo Bay are
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compelled to work twelve hours per day ;
if so, will he take steps to reduce such
long hours?

Mr. LYNE answered,—Yes. I under-
stand this is the case; but I am having
inquiries made as to the hours watchmen
are usually employed.

CIVIL SERVICE SUPERANNUATION
FUND.

Mr. D. DAVIS (for Mr. Price) asked
the ArToRNEY-GENERAL,—(1.) Isita fact
that the triennial reports in connection
with the Civil Service Superannuation
Fund have not been furnished as provided
for bylaw? (2.) Ishe aware that reports on
the fund were submitted by Messrs. Teece,
Trivett, and Coghlan, and that the last
report showed an estimated actuarial defi-
ciency of over £2,000,000 ; if so, will he
be good enough to give a detailed state-
ment of the deficiencies estimated by the
gentlemen named? (3.) Were any steps
taken by the late Government to place the
fund on a sound basis, as promised by the
Right Hon. G. H. Reid, M.P.; if so, what
are the provisions of such measure? (4.)
Is it the intention of the Government to
furnish this House with a report on the
fund? (5.) Will heintroduce a bill to place
the fund on a sound actuarial basis?

Mr. WISE answered,—(1.) There was
" a report in connection with the Public
Service Superannuation Fund furnished in
June, 1898. That apparently would be
the triennial report. The second period of
three years has not yet expired. (2.) I
would ask the hon. member to put this
question to me again at alater date. (3.)
I am not aware that any steps were taken
by the late Government to carry out the
promise of Mr. Reid. (4.) The condition
of the fund is engaging the attention of
the Government, and I have a bill pre-
pared which will, I hope, place it on a
sounder basis.

TIMBER INDUSTRY.

Mr. D. DAVIS (for Mr. Pricg) asked

the SECRETARY FoR LaNDS,—What steps
does he intend to take to relieve the dis-
abilities under which those engaged in the
timber industry now labour !

Mr. HASSALL answered,—I am at
the present time giving the whole matter
my best attention, and will introduce a

the SECRETARY FOR LaANDS,
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bill dealing with forests and other cognate
matlers so soon as the state of the public
business will allow. '

RENTALS : SCHOOL TEACHERS AND
POSTMASTERS.

Mr. D. DAVIS (for Mr. Prick) asked
the ATTORNEY-GENERAL,~—(1.) Is he aware
that the amounts charged as rentals to
school teachers and postmasters are, in
many instances, in excess of the value of
such premises? (2.) Has a report on this
subject been prepared by the Public Ser-
vice Board ; if not, will he have a report
prepared upon the subject ?

Mr. WISE answered,—There appears
to be some misunderstanding-in regard to
this matter. The valuations placed upon
Government premises occupied by the class
of officers referred to are mainly required
for the purposes of carrying out the pro-
visions of section 61 of the Public Service
Act, where the officers occupying them
are contributors to the superannuation
fund. The principle adopted by the Public
Service Board is that the emolument of an
officer occupying Government premises is
fixed at a salary of a certain amount, with
residence.

AUSTRALIAN AGRICULTURAL COM-
PANY’S ESTATE.

Mr. D. DAVIS (for Mr. Pricz) asked
(1.) Has an
offer been received by the Government for
the purchase of the Australian Agricul-
tural Company’s estate; if so, what are
the terms of such offer? (2.) Has he had
an opportunity of looking into the papers
as promised? (3.) Will he prepare a
minute upon the subject, and submit the
same for the consideration of the Cabinet,
as promised ? (4.) Has he any objection
to place the whole of the papers upon the
table of the House ; if so, when?

Mr. HASSALL answered,—An offer
has been received, and T am now looking
through the papers; but as they are of a
confidential character I do not think it
will be advisable to lay them upon the
table of the House just at present.

At a later stage :

Mr. EDDEN : I understood the hon.
gentleman to say that correspondence had
passed between the Government and the
Australian Agricultural Company in re-
ference to the proposed purchase of land,
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but that the correspondence was of a con-
fidential character, and he did not deem it
wise to make it public. I should like to
ask the hon. gentleman if it is the custom
of the Government to hold confidential
correspondence with persons when the
public money is to be dealt with, as will
be the case if thisland is to be purchased ?
I should like further to ask the hon. gen-
tleman if he will lay all this correspon-
dence on the table of the House, and let
daylight into the whole busines, inasmuch
as it has been taken up by the leading
journals of the city and the leading journal
of the Newcastle district {

Mr. HASSALL: The hon. gentleman
has thoroughly misunderstood the nature
of my reply. I said that the matter was
under my consideration, but that the
documerts relating thereto were of a con-
fidential nature, and I did not thick it
advisable to lay them on the table of the
House just at present. There has been
no correspondence whatever between this
Government and the Australian Agricul-
tural Company with reference to the pur-
chase of land. The matter has not even
yet been submitted to the Cabinet. I said
last night that I was going through a very
voluminous report on the subject, and I
have not yet been able to deal with it
The hon. gentleman can rest assured that
no steps will be taken by me as a member
of the Government—and I feel sure I can
answer for my colieagues—with reference
to the acquirement of this land without
the fullest consideration, and without the
matter being thoroughly thrashed out in
Parliament.

SUPERANNUATION FUND: MESSRS.
BARLING AND COGHLAN.

Mr. WISE : I should like, with the per-

_ mission of the House, to add a few words

to my answer to a question asked last
night by the hon. member for Quirindi.

Mr. Speaker: I do not think the hon.
member would be in order in doing that.
He can lay a paper on the table.

Mr. HAYNES: I would ask the At-
torney-General whether he can give the
House any further information as to the
question put to him last night by the hon.
member for Quirindi ? _

Mr. SpeaKER : Order. The hon. mem-
ber cannot ask such a question at this
stage. :

{Mr. Edden.

[ASSEMBLY.]

George-street Tramway.

Mr. HAYNES : I wish to ask the At-
torney-General if he bas any further in-
formation to give to the House in answer
to the question asked by the hon. member
for Quirindi last night in reference to Mr.
Barling and Mr. Coghlan?

Mr. WISE: In consequence of incom-
plete information, I stated that there was
no official notice at the Treasury of the
so-called agreement between Messrs. Bar-
ling and Coghlan and the Right Hon. Mr.,
Reid. I have since been informed that
no notice of the agreement had been given
to the Examiner of Accounts, to whom
the moneys were paid, but that there was
a copy in the books of the Treasury. The
original agreement was forwarded direct
to the gentlemen concerned.

PUBLIC SERVICE EMERGENCY CLERKS.
Mr. McLEAN: T desire to ask the
Attorney-General a question in regard to
an examination which took place under
the Public Service Board some weeks ago
for emergency clerks. There has been
some delay with regard to the appoint-
ments, and I wish to ask the hon. gentle-
man if he has given an opinion as A ttorney-
General that the examination was illegally
held, or if there is any impediment in the
way of making appointments in the case
of those who have passed the examination?
Mr. WISE: I have expressed the

opinion—I shall be happy to show the
hon. member the minute setting it out if
he will call at the office—that all exami-
nations for promotion from one grade of
the service to another in the case of officers
who were in the service at the date of the
passing of the Public Service Act are con-
trary to law ; that in regard to the regula-
tion by which the Public Service Board
have purported to hold these examinations,
if the word “ test” used in the regulation
is to be interpreted to include examination,
so far as that regulation applies to officers
in the public service at the date of the
passing of the act, it is wultra vires. I
may say that in giving that opinion I am
only giving expression to the declared in-
tention of the act as expressed by the late
Prime Minister in Committee when the
clause was under diseussion.

GEORGE-STREET TRAMWAY.
Mr. WHIDDON : T desire to ask the
Secretary for Public Works if anything
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further has been done in connection with
the appointment of someone to make an
investigation relative to the George-street
tramway, and would the hon. gentleman
have any objection to state to the House
what the need was for such investigation ?

. Mr. O'SULLIVAN : Steps have been
taken to appoint a commission to inquire
into this matter, but until that inquiry
has been made it would be hardly fair to
the officers of the department to make
any statement on the subject. To-morrow
the hon. gentleman will very probably see
the names in the paper.

APPOINTMENTS HELD BY MR.
COGHLAN.

Mr. HAYNES: I wish to ask the
Attorney-General what steps have been
taken with respect to the occupancy of
two offices by Mr. Coghlan—in connection
with the Public Service Board and as
Government Statistician. Has the hon.
gentleman taken anyaction in that matter,
and, if so, what has been done?

Mr. Cook : In other words, have the
Government ejected Mr. Coghlan from
one of the offices? _

Mr. Hayxes: He will have to go out
of one or the other!

Mr. WISE : Mr. Coghlan was required
by me some three weeks ago to make an
election whether he would continue to be
on the Public Service Board or a member
of the civil service. After correspondence,
which I will sooner or later lay on the
table of the House, Mr. Coghlan declined
to make any election. The papers have
now left me and gone to the Colonial
Secretary’s Office, in whose department
Mr. Coghlan in his capacity of Government
Statistician is serving, to be dealt with by
the Colonial Secretary in a way that I
think will be satisfactory to the House.

NEW GUINEA LAND SYNDICATE.

Mr. MEAGHER : T wish to ask the
Premier if it is a fact that the question
of the expenses of the New Guinea Land
Syndicate has been brought before the
Cabinet at the instance of the Adminis-
trator of New Guinea, and whether the
hon. gentleman will take no steps himself,
but allow the House to deal with the
question of the payment of these expenses?

Mr. LYNE : The question- has come
before me. It has not been submitted to
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the Cabinet.’up to the present. I do not
sufficiently understand it at the present
moment to deal with it myself. I am
going to examine the whole question and
it is probable the matter will come before
the House before it is dealt with. The
late Prime Minister can tell me the
amount ; I think it is about £4,000.

Mr. REep: Something about that. I
promised that nothing should be done
until Parliament had had an opportunlty
of considering the matter,

Mr. LYNE : I did not have time to go
into the question, and I at once made up
my mind that I should not deal with it,
but take it before the Cabinet, and T think
it will come before Parliament.

SUBURBAN SLAUGHTER-HOUSES.

Mr. OCONOR : Will the Premier take
steps to secure the appointment of in-
spectors to look after meat killed at
slaughter-houses outside the city area—I
refer to suburban areas—so as to remove
the great danger that exists at the present
time to public health.

Mr. LYNE : This is a matter to which
I have referred myself several times., I
had a consultation to-day with the Presi-
dent of the Board of Health, and I gave
him instructions to invite applications for
six inspectors for the suburban areas
where slaughtering takes place. They will
thoroughly inspect those places, and that
is the only way in which the work can be
temporarily done pending a decision with
regard to the abattoirs. 1 have taken that
action to-day, and given the necessary in-
structions,

THE CITY RAILWAY.

Mr. REID : T wish to ask the Pre-
mier whether the Cabinet have arrived at
any decision on the question of extending
the railway to the city; and, secondly,
whether they have arrived at any decision
in the event of proposing any such ex-
tension as to making use of Hyde Park for
any station purposes?

Mr. LYNE : A large deputation waited
on me on this subject to-day. 1 told that
deputation that the Government intended
to refer to the Public Works Committee a
proposal to extend the Redfern Railway
Station from Devonshire-street to Bel-.
more Park, and that the Government also
intended to deal with the extension of the
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railway from that point into the city,
where there will be a passenger station,
but not a national railway station. I also
said that it was possible that it might be
determined to run the railway just inside
Hyde Park and Elizabeth-street, but it
was not proposed to take any large area of
the park.

Mr. Remp : Will any part of Hyde Park
be taken for a station ?

Mr. LYNE : My own feeling with re-
ference to that is that it will not be done.

Mr. Wisk : The hon. member for King
Division supported that proposal violently
years ago ! :

Mr. LYNE: There are two or three
alternative proposals for providing a pas-
senger station in the city, and it seems to
me that this is all that is required. My
own feeling is that no portion of Hyde
Park will be taken.

Mr. Remp: Has not the Cabinet de-
cided the question yet?

FEDERAL ELECTORATES.

Mr. NORTON : I desire to ask the
Attorney-General a question with refer-
ence to the subdivision of the colony into
federal electorates for the House of Repre-
sentatives. Has he come to any definite
decision as to the power of the state Go-
vernment of New South Wales to subdi-
vide the colony into federal electorates?

Mr. WISE: Yes; I have not the
slightest doubt of it, and I do not think
that any one can entertain a doubt. There
is ample power either in the Government
or in the Parliament to appoint commis-
sioners for the purpose of dividing the
colony into electorates. “Whether or not,
when the electorates have been subdivided,
the Parliament of the colony will have
power to make the necessary arrangements
for elections is a matter I have not yet
considered, and, anyhow, it need not be
considered for the next few weeks. My
opinion at present is that the Parliament
of the colony will have power to do so:

Mr. Rose : Is it a fact that we cannot
fix a quota until we ascertain whether
Western Australia will come into the
federation ? )

Mr. WISE: That is so undoubtedly.
The final determination of the boundaries
of the electorates must, of course, belong
to the Parliament. The appointmentofa

[Mr. Lyne.
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commission, if Parliament decides to adopt
that course, or if the Government decide
to appointa commission without consulting
Parliament, will be merely for the purpose
of collecting information, and it will do the
same work as was done by the Electoral
Commissioners in subdividing the colony
into the existing electorates after the
Electoral Act was altered. The final
arrangements must, of course, be left to
Parliament.

Mr. MEAGHER: In view of the state-
ment made by the Attorney-General that
it may be possible that a commission will
be appointed for dividing the colony into
federal areas without the consent of Parlia-
ment, and in view of the state of the
finances, I would ask the Premier will he
take into consideration the advisability of
appointing as a commission the President
of the Land Appeal Court? That gentle-
man could act as a commission as he is
doing at present with regard to the site
for the federal capital without expense to
the public.

Mr. LYNE: The question has been dis-
cussed by the Attorney-General and my-
self as to the necessity for bringing in a
bill to give power to appoint this commis-
sion. There is no doubt a commission can
be appointed without a bill, but I felt that
it would be much better to consult Parlia-
ment before taking action. That is the
reason why we have not at present ap-
pointed a commission. I quite admit that
if we could get one, two, or three good
officers now in the service-to deal with the
question, without any expenditure except
travelling expenses, or something of that
kind, it would be the best course to take.

Mr. MEacHER: Why not appoint the
Electoral Commissioners?

Mr. LYNE: I do not know exactly
what their position is at present. I think
they are now out of the service. Judge
Murray is out of the colony, and Mr.
Lewis is out of the service. I had an idea
of appointing a commission, but iv will be
just as well to save expense if possible. I
may say that-if we cannot get time to
pass a bill through Parliament, and after
the matter is explained to Parliament,
possibly it might be a wise thing to ap-
point a commission of civil servants, who
will submit their report to Parliament to
be dealt with afterwards. That would
have to be done in any case. However, if
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we have time to do so, I would prefer to
bring in a bill to obtain the authority of
Parliament. )

Mr. Rewp: I would suggest to the
Premier that he should also discuss with
the Attorney-General the difficulty of
laying down even provisional boundaries
for electorates before we can determine
how many members we are going to
return.

PAPERS.

Ministers laid upon the table the fol-
lowing papers :— .

Amendments to Regulation No. 340, relating
to apprentices, Fitzroy Dock Works, under the
Public Service Act of 1895. .

Regulation No. 349, relating to increments to
attendants in Public Library—General Division.

Report of the President of the State Children’s
Relief Board for the year ended 5th April, 1899.

Copies of Guazette notices, setting forth the
mode in which it is proposed to deal with the
dedication of certain lands, in accordance with
the provisions of the 105th section of the Act
48 Victoria No. 18, the 41st section of the Act
53 Victoria No. 21, and the 7th section of the
Public Trusts Act, 1897.

Abstract of Crown lands authorised to be dedi-
cated to public purposes, in accordance with the
104th section of the Act 48 Victoria No. 18.

Abstract of alterations of designs of cities,
towns, and villages, under the 107th section of
the Act 48 Victoria No. 18.

Abstract of sites for cities, towns, and villages,
declared under the 4th and 101st sections of the
Act 48 Victoria No. 18.

Abstract of Crown lands reserved from sale
for the preservation of water supply or other
public purposes, in accordance with the 101st,
109th, and 112th sections of the Act 48 Victoria
No. 18.

Amended forms Nos. 8 and 50, under the
Crown Lands Acts. .

Notification of resumption, under the Public
" Works Act of 1888, of land, parish of Petersham,
county of Cumberland, for the widening of Piper-
street and a lane, Annandale.

Notification of resumption, under the Public
Works Act of 1888, of land, parish of Woolomol,
county of Inglis, for the supply of water to
Tamworth.

Notification of resumption, under the Public
Works Act of 1888, of land, parish of Petersham,
county of Cumberland, in connection with the
western suburbs drainage works, Sydney.

Further report by the Government Astro-
nomer respecting unsettled weather and heavy
rainfall in June, July, and Aungust, 1899.

Referred to Printing Committee.

PUBLIC WORKS COMMITTEE.

Mr. NORTON : I desire to know from
the Primie Minister if he is aware that a
vacancy exists upon the Public Works

~Committee? If so, will he take steps to
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have that important office filled, as much
anxiety exists below the gangway with
regard to it ?

Mr. LYNE : I am very well aware that
it exists, and I shall take steps to have
it filled.

VOLUNTEER DRILL SHEDS.

Mr. COPELAND : Some time before
the recent change of Government was
brought about I put one or two questions
to the then Minister for Defence on the
subject of providing drill sheds for the
volunteers, and he promised to look into
the matter with a view to obtaining a piece
of land upon which the £2,000, which
was voted two or three years ago for the
erection of drill sheds, could be expended.
As I have pointed out before, it is very
difficult for volunteers to drill properly
under the present arrangements, because
on many occasions they lose their oppor-
tunity to drill by reason of the rain. Will
the present Minister for Defence be good
enough, under the circumstances, which
require that our volunteers should be well
equipped, to see that provision is made for
the erection of drill sheds

Mr. SEE : I shall have the matter
thoroughly investigated, and I hope to be
able to report favourably upon it within a
very short time.

ELECTORAL COMMISSIONERS’ REPORT.
Mr. PRICE: I desire to know from the
Chief Secretary if it is his intention to

give effect, by means of a resolution of this

House, to the recommendation of the Elec-
toral Commissioners in regard to the re-
adjustment of electorates? The commis-
sioners’ recommendation cannot have any
effect unless’it is adopted by this House.

Mr. SEE : I understand that the recom-
mendation was made something like four
years ago.

Mr. PRICE : The report of the com-
missioners was presented four years ago,
but it has been in abeyance ever since.

Mr. SEE: I shall have the matter looked
into; but when subjects like this are
brought before me without notice it is im-
possible for me to give a direct answer. I
think it would be more in keeping with
parliamentary procedure if notices of ques-
tions of this kind were put upon the busi-
ness paper, so that departmental replies
might be given to them.
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RAILWAY : GLEN INNES-INVERELL.

Mr. CRUICKSHANK : As the Secre-
tary for Public Works has given notice of
his intention to submit a number of new
railway schemes to the Public Works
Committee, I wish to know if it is his in-
tention to immediately submit the Glen
Innes to Inverell railway proposal to the
committee ¢

Mr., O'SULLIVAN : That line of rail-
way is under consideration, and as I have
yet further lines to submit to the com-

mittee the hon. member might exercise a

little patience.

FRIENDLY SOCIETIES BILL.
Bill read the third time.

LISMORE MUNICIPAL BOUNDARIES
BILL. ,
Resolved (on motion by Mr. Ewing) .

That so much of Standing Order No. 399 as
requires that a private bill shall be brought in
within thirty days from the receipt-of the peti-
tion be suspended to admit of the introduction
of the Lismore Municipal Boundaries Bill, the
petition to introduce which was presented to
this House on the 29th August last.

Bill presented and read the first time.

LABOUR UNION EMPLOYEES' PROTEC-
TION BILL.

Bill presented by Mr. Edden, and read
the first time.

TRADE UNION (SUBSCRIPTION
RECOVERY) BILL.
Bill presented by Mr. McGowen, and
read the first time.

PUBLIC HOSPITALS (VOTING) BILL.
Bill presented by Mr. Fitzgerald, and
read the first time.

PUBLIC SCHOOL, MARSFIELD.
Ordered (on motion by Mr. TERRY)
That there be laid upon the table of this House

all papers in connection with the establishment
of a public school at Marsfield from the time
that the North-west Ryde Progress Association
came into existence.

TROOPS FOR SOUTH AFRICA.
Debate resumed from October 17 (vide
page 1396), on motion by Mr. Lyne:

That this House is of opinion that New South
‘Wales should equip and despatch a military
g)rce for service with the Imperial army in South

frica. .

Mr. W. M. HUGHES (Sydney —Lang)
[6-22]: We are asked to assent to the
equipment and despatch of a military force
for service with the Imperial army in
Sounth Africa. It would have been well,
perhaps, had we been afforded an oppor-
tunity to learn from an official source the
merits of this most unhappy and unfor-
tunate dispute ; but so far as the leader
of the Government was concerned, he con-
fined his remarks to a plain businesslike
statement of his intention to despatch this
force, having, of course, secured the sanc-
tion of Parliament, and affirmed the desir-
ableness of doing so. We were only able
to learn some of the alleged reasons from
the leader of the Opposition why we
should take this course. The right hon.
gentleman at the head of the Opposition
for two hours last evening made an har-
angue which had it been delivered by
plain John Jones or Tom Smithwould have
met with the contempt it deserved. No
man would have sat here to listen to him
unless he had been compelled to do so
either by party allegiance or by the laws
of this Chamber. The right hon. gentle-
man, when he was not abusive, and vul-
garly abusive, was hysterically loyal. One
would almost have imagined, in fact I pic-
tured to myself while the right hon. gen-
tleman was marching up and down thump-
ing the table, that Mr. Chamberlain, whom
the right hon. gentleman resembles in
more particulars than one, was listening
with eager ears to the hogwash he was
giving us. I can say that it was no more
than hogwash, because that any man in a
British parliament, in & British-speaking
community like this, should be called upon
for two hours to allege and continually
assert his loyalty, appears to me to place
him somewhat in the category of women
of doubtful reputation who are the first to
proceed to assert their good character. Ts
there an hon. gentleman in this Chamber
—1T had almost said is there a man in the
country—who, if the empire, whatever
that may be, were in danger, would not be
ready to defend it? We, and I believe
those men who are associated with us both
here and in other parliaments, are perhaps
in the true sense of the word some’of the
most loyal subjects the country has. But
there is something always required in a
contingency of this kind besides the mere
empty mouthing of loyalty., The assump-
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tion is that all men are loyal until they
have proved to the contrary. Butwhatdoes
the right hon. gentleman say ¢ He makes a
deliberate and a cowardly charge against
the party to which I belong with reference
to theirloyalty,and chargesthem with being
the upholders of a spurious and yotten
democracy. Ishallnotattempttodefendour
.democracy. A charge as to the bona-fides
of our democracy is not to be considered
for a moment proceeding out of the mouth
of the right hon. gentleman. When we
are to be charged with spuriousness and
rottenness and shiftiness, we will wait
for another critic with another reputation
and a better record. The right hon.
gentleman has done much to endear him
to this country. That time has gone by,
and his conduct of late has been strange
in the extreme. He has alienated the
majority of his supporters throughout the
country. Those men who came to his stan-
dard, and gathered about him and fought
under his banner, are now disgusted at
his shiftiness and his readiness to abandon
both his political principles and his ancient
friends. The right hon. gentleman,amongst
other things, said he did not think it was
incompatible with democracy to be loyal
to the mother flag. I have to say to the
right hon. gentleman, nor is it incom-
patible with true democracy to treat all
men with justice. It used to be the proud
boast of the British race that wherever
there was an oppressed nation, or a person
treated unjustly, whether he was a British
citizen or an alien, the powerful arm of
Britain was ready to be put out to pro-
tect him, and to interpose between him
and his oppressor. But according to the
right hon. gentleman’s latest dictum, this
is what may occur: Great Britain may
now engage in any infamous war, it may
engage in any contemptible and cowardly
undertaking, and we here, who have not
an opportunity of saying whether we be-
lieve it to be right or wrong, are to go along
pell-mell at the tail of a great general.
For my part, while I still yield to no man
in loyalty to the nation I belong to, I am
not going to assent to this departure from
a principle which for centuries has been
established in the mother country, and
which will never be departed from without
disaster to the nation and to the race
to which we belong. I venture to say
that the greatest enemics the British race

bF
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have to-day are these very men who would
shove us into any dispute so long as 2
handful of powerful syndicators are to be
served. 'What is it that has precipitated
this terrible conflict, for it is a terrible
conflict? It is a thing that never yet has
stained the annals, except once, of the
great British race—that they should have
deliberately embarked upon this iniqui-
tous enterprise against a bandful of men
whose whole numbers, collected together,
do not equal the population of Sydney and
suburbs. Are the Boers so much to be
feared, or is the British nation so weak,
in spite of the fact that she spends millions
every year in making her military force
an effective fighting machine, that to-day
she is unable to do anything unless New
South Wales and Tasmania, and other great
military powers, throwin their lot with her?
‘Why, I remember the right hon. gentleman
in one of his phases—I1 forget now which
one it was, the last but one, I think—
pointing out and holding up to derision
the fighting strength of that gallant little
island, Tasmania ! But now we are to
understand that the empire is to totter to
its fall if Tasmania cannot send balf a
unit towards the infamous task of exter-
minating these unhappy people. I donot
carec whether the Boers are right or
whether they are wrong; and if it were
Russia or Germany—if it came for me to
decide whether I would live under a Rus-
sian or British domination, I would never
hesitate, right or wrong, in my choice.
But we are now subjected to no such dire-
ful alternative. 'We can now, openly and
deliberately, with as much leisure as we
choose, enter into a calm discussion as to
whether this is a desirable opportunity for
the initiation, or, rather, the continuation,
of a policy which was initiated when we
sent troops to the Soudan over ten years
ago. I venture to say that all that was
said by the right hon. gentleman last
night was said by other men prior to the
despatch of the Soudan centingent. The
empire then was rocking to its fall. The
empire then was in such a position that
the world, as it were, was waiting to swoop
down with incisive talons upon the British
race, and unless it were shown that the
empire was solid, and New South Wales
was loyal, the consequences would be fatal.
‘Well, the contingent went to the Soudan.
They stood behind their machine guns.

Second night.
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They opposed to the simple faith,the enthu-
siasm and the fanatlicism of the Mahdi,
the machine gun. They did very well.
They brought home a goat—I believe
they took 1t with them. There will be
no necessity for this contingent to take a
goat. I do not object to any man, or any
hon. member, going to the Transvaal. I
am given to understand that the minds of
several hon. members are so palpitating
with military ardour that they intend to
go. I hope they will. I hope one hon.
gentleman whose name has been largely
advertised lately will go. I hope he will
go to the front. It would be the one
thing necessary to secure my consent to
this otherwise infamous proposition, that
New South Wales should relieve itself of
this incubus, and that the Parliament of
New South Wales should be a parliament
not thronged with volunteer officers, who,
with lightning-like rapidity, and without
experience or training, are able to pass as
colonels and generals of division. These
gentlemen should have the option of being
either: members of Parliament or officers
in the army, unless it is proposed to super-
sede our admirable system of parliament-
ary government by a military despotism.
TIndeed I understand that, although one
-would not think of it to look at him, that
the right hon. gentleman last night was
the latest convert to this system. He said
that one of the greatest engines for se-

curing freedom and the liberties of the

people had been military power ; that the
great virtues inberent in alarge army were
‘mainly responsible for the freedom we
enjoyed to-day. There is not one country to-
-day which has alarge standing army which
has anything approaching the liberties en-
joyed by those countries that have no
standing army. Once before we went to
war under just such circumstances as those
in which we are preparing to go to war
now. We went to war at the close of the
last century; we were beaten. England
then was not so strong as she is to-day,
yet she was powerful, and was perhaps a
more effective fighting machine than she
ever was before or has been since. We
went to war against a handful of farmers
and backwoodsmen, and we were beaten.
We went to war against men of our own
country, of our own colour, and of our
own language, and we were disgracefully
beaten. We went to war with justice on
oA We. M. Hughes.
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the other side, and nothing but gross
ignorance to justify our action; and we
propose now to do the same here. It is
true, perhaps, that there may be something
to be said against the habits of the Boers.
‘We are told that they are dirty, that they
are upeducated. I know that in a country
so favoured by Providence as this is, where
every man is educated to the very pinnacle
of possibilities, that must appear a fright-
ful thing. T believe these Boers are not
How fearful it is to
imagine a nation without culture! And
yet these men are honorable ; they are
hard-working, and they ask for nothing
more than that they may be allowed to
wrest from an unwilling soil enough to
keep them and their wives and families.
The right hon. gentleman said, “I admit
these men are patriotic, that they are
courageous, that they are fighting for their
country, and that they have a right to do
it;” and yet, having admitted so much,
he said, * That is no reason why we
should not go and wipe theim off the face
of the earth.” He said so in so many
words. Now, I do not know whether these
men are courageous, or whether they are
patriotic or not, but I do know that it is
against the law of nations, it is against
justice, it is against the eternal principles
of that religion upon which the greatness
of the empire is alleged to be founded,
that we should deliberately force upon
another nation, and a - foreign nation,
our interference in regard to their in-
ternal affairs. What is 1t to us that they
will not give a vote to an alien or a
stranger unless he has been there for five
years? What would have been said dur-
ing the anti-bill campaign—what was
said when Mr. Larke, the Canadian Com-
missioner, a fellow-citizen of the great
empire, ventured to come here and teach
us the benefits of federation? Did not
those who, believed in the bill, as well as
those who did not, say, “This man is
interfering in a business which does not
concern him ; we do not want the inter-
ference of this foreigner here”? What
would have been said at the last refer-
endum if people came in-—the TFrench
people for instance—and said ¢ Why, this
constitution of yours is alien to the great
principles of democracy and justice, and
if you do not alter it, we will make you” !
‘Why, those who were against the bill and
- 1

7
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those who were for it would have banded
themselves together as one man, and said
to them, “ We may quarrel amongst our-
‘selves, but we willallowno outsiderto inter-
fere with us.” But it appears that a law
which is admirable for us does not affect
the unhappy Boer, and that a suzerainty
which was absolutely abandoned—tacitly
abandoned, at anyrate—is now to be setup.
Although in 1896 Mr. Chamberlain de-
clared that such a war would be fraught
with danger, would be infamous and un-
just, yet it is proposed now, when the
Jameson raid has failed, that this war shall
be undertaken in the interests of that
powerful clique in Africa whose only de-
sire appears to be to press on and on, not
to plant the seeds of Christianity—if it
were for that purpose I would cast a vote
for this proposal to-night—not to plant the
seeds of Christianity, but that they may
by fair means or foul put their hands on
the best lands and the best property in
Africa. Now, what did Mr. Chamberlain
say in 1896 7 He said:

A war in South Africa would be one of the
most serious wars that could possibly be waged.
It would be a long war, a bitter war, and a
costly war, and, as I have pointed out already,
I believe generations would hardly be able to
blot out the memory of it. To go to war with
President Kruger, to enforce upon him reforms
in the internal affairs of state in which secre-
taries of state, standing in their place, have re-

pudiated all right of interference—that would
be a course of action which would be immoral.

There is the speech also delivered by Lord
Derby, who was Secretary of State in
the Gladstone Liberal Administration, in
which he directly repudiated any claim of
suzerainty or paramount power over the
Bouth African Republic. Mr. Joseph
Chamberlain, who was Secretary of State
for the Colonies in 1896, as he is to-day,
declared that this war would be a bitter,
costly, and immoral one; yet now, although
it is possible to settle the dispute by an
appeal to arbitration, he has decided to
appeal to the arbitrament of the sword.
All T can say is that if these colonies are
led into this infamous attempt to crush
a handful of people very like ourselves,
if it be our lot under any set of circum-
stances to lose the protection of Great
Britain, the very same treatment might
be accorded to us by Russia or any other
Continental power. Therefore, I say we
should be actuated by a desire for jus-
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tice, and the party to which I belong
is actuated, I believe, not by a spurious
and rotten democracy, but is actuated
by a love of humanity generally. If it
comes to this, that we are to choose
between one nation and another, we shall
never hesitate as to which nation we shall
give our allegiance, whether right orwrong,
when it is in the last extremity. I join
with those who say that when the die'is
cast, when two nations — ourselves and
any other—are engaged in a life and death
struggle, it is not the part of any citizen
of either of those nations toinquire, “Why
am I fighting ¥’ but to fight. But when it
comes to a great pugilist attacking an in-
fant, and asking his little brother to come
and hold the infant while he gets at him,
it savours too much of political bravado
and swashbuckling to be on all-fours with
the noble traditions of the British race.
It was the proud boast of HEngland that
she was the admiration. and the envy of
all the nations. The French nation in
1789 turned to England to copy her insti-
She was then the cradle of
liberty. During the Napoleonic wars, when
all Europe was under the sway of that
admirable engine of democracy—a mili-
tary power—Britain alone stood between
Europe and a military despotism. But to-
day what have we? We have the right
hon. gentleman, who for five years has led
this country, standing up and declaring
that military supremacy is one of the most
admirable methods for securing the liber-
ties of one’s country. The hon. gentleman,
doubtless, was well advised in what he said.
I realise thoroughly what the hon. member
was doing it for. No man who listened to
the right hon. gentleman last night, as he
pawed and thumped, and paraded in front
of that table could have any doubt that
the hon. gentleman was not speaking to us
at all ; he was speaking to the power over
the water. It simply meant, “In the
event of any little trouble, Joseph, just
call on me; I will be the man for the
occasion.” It is the old, old thing. I can
only deplore that the right hon. gentleman
should have made any pretence to be any
longer a good democrat. Possibly he may
be able to explain away much of what he
said. No one listened with greater regret
to what he said than I did. No one has
ever admired the hon. member more than
I have. Although I fought and worked

Second night.
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against him, still, no one ever had greater
admiration for his abilities than I have.
But when he stood here and declared that
the party to which he owed his long tenure
of power—if he owed it to any party—
were the professors of a spurious and
rotten democracy ; that they were dis-
loyal ; I can only say that such a man is
very ungrateful.

‘Mr. Coox: He said nothing of the
kind !

Hor. MEMBERS : Yes, he did !

Mr. Coox : He said absolutely nothing
of the kind !

Mr. W. M. HUGHES: He certainly
did. I should like to point out that the
right hon. gentleman has not always been
s0 great an advocate for militarism or for
interfering with the affairs of the empire.
Some years ago thelate Sir Henry Parkes
moved a motion and the right hon. gentle-
man protested most vehemently against
the growing military feeling all over the
country, and he opposed the motion
strongly. Only twelve months ago, when
- an expedition was being led against the
Afridis, the right hon. gentleman declared
that he did not believe in taking part in
these filibustering expeditions. Now all
that is changed. Of course I am not at
all surprised, but still the country at
large should know that he has changed
all that.

Mr. Havxes: He has been home; he
has been inoculated !

Mr. W. M. HUGHES : That may be.
I suppose every hon. gentleman here was
extremely surprised after hearing all this
mouthing of loyalty, to find that only a
few weeks ago the right hon. gentleman
gave an answer completely at variance
with his utterances last evening. Accord-
ing to the documents read by the A ttorney-
General last night it was plain that the
attitude that the right hon. gentleman
assumes to-day is different from what
he assumed then, when he was of opinion
that this affair does not call for active
interference on the part of this House.
‘We are now asked to send troops to the
Transvaal, not because theempire isin dan-
ger, but only to show the solidarity of the
empire. It may beso; but if we are only
going to have a parade of our solidarity,
we are at the same time going to commit
acts of shameiful immorality and the
grossest injustice ; and I say that such a
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parade is an undesirable thing. We have
been accused of being disloyal. I only
wish to say that our idea of loyalty and
morality is not the same as the right hon.
gentleman’s. T shall not enter into a dis-
sertation on morality ; but the first idea
of morality was contined to the family—
that is to say, a man might burgle or
thieve from anybody outside his family,
but it was extremely immoral to do so
within his family. He might kill another
man’s wife ; but he was not permitted to
kill his own. That was afterwards ex-
tended to the tribal idea of morality. It
was wrong to do anything against a fellow-
tribesman. By-and-by it was extended to
the national idea of morality which we
hold to-day. Latterly we have extended
it still further., Now it is an accepted
canon of ethics that it is wrong to do an
injury to any man, whether English, Irish,
Boer, or anybody else. That is the moral-
ity on which we take our stand. I ven-
ture to say that it is a morality which,
whether accepted or not, is based on the
principles on which our religion has stood
s0 long.

Mr. Sawers: Do you include China-
men

Mr. W. M. HUGHES : I cannot charge
my conscience with having done a wrong
act, even to a Chinaman. I should never
do a wrong act to any individual China-
man. I would try to keep the Chinese
race out of this country, both for their good
and for ours. The right hon. gentleman
said he could understand that if the Boers
had wished to keep the Uitlanders out
they should have done so, and it would
have been all right. He said that if the
Transvaal Government, seeing the danger
there was of the country being swamped by
the Uitlanders, bad passed a law to pre-
vent it, then the present position taken up
by Great Britain would be indefensible ;
but that British subjects having been
allowed to go into the country, they had
rights, and the empire must protect the
just rights of its subjects. There are two
things urged there, one is that the British
have exercised paramount power over the
Transvaal which is absolutely opposed to
what is laid down in the treaty. Secondly,
that the Boers did not have an opportunity
of keeping out the British since 1884 ; but
it was -specially laid down in the treaty
that they had to allow the British in.
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You will remember that last night the
right hon. gentleman read something from
“ Haydn’s Dictionary of Dates” showing
that in 1881 there were 38,000 Boers and
only 5,000 Uitlanders, so that in 1884
there would be a vast preponderance of
Boers as compared with the Uitlanders
in the Transvaal. They could not see then
what an immense influx would subse-
quently take place. The discovery of dia-
monds and gold had not then been made
to any considerable extent. Therefore,
when the Boers executed that treaty they
had no idea that there would be such a
tremendous influx of Uitlanders, and they
never had an opportunity to do more than
enter a protest against the influx. There-
fore, the hon. gentleman displayed the
most profound ignorance of what he was
- talking about. Whatever may be said
about the morality of the hon. gentleman’s
statements last night, his ignorance of the
facts of the case transcend everything.
He was absolutely not seized of one fact
in connection with this matter that would
bear investigation, and he hurled insults
across the Chamber which were directed
chiefly at the members of the labour party.
I am exceedingly sorry that the right
hon. gentleman is not bere now, because I
think it s unheard-of that when an hon.
gentleman—especially such a one as the
hon. member—has for two hours abused
chiefly the party which, only the previous
night, he stated that he admired, and was
proud of their allegiance—his friendship
for them being marred so far as he was
concerned only by one mistake of theirs—
and has then, at the end of his speech,
made a weak, hump-backed apology—it is,
I say, unreasonable, that he should be
allowed to escape the castigation which he
has so richly deserved. But, as the right
hon. gentleman has explained to me the
reason why he has had to go home, I shall
not say anything further about his action
in that particular, except that, to my
mind, his apology was no defence of his
conduct at all. The right hon. gentleman
should have been seized of the facts of the
case. Although he tried to hide from the
House the fact that the offer of troops
came from this side of the world, that the
movement was set on foot here ; and

though he pointed out that there was a .

very great difference between men volun-
teering to go, and that fact being made
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known to the Home Secretary, and the
Government of this colony taking the initi-
ative, I venture to think that no one saw
his point. There is no difference. I do
not want to prevent men from going to
the Transvaal.

Mr. Norrow : I rise to ask you, Mr.
Speaker, to make the announcement in
regard to the tea adjournment, which I
believe you intend to make to-night. Some
hon. members are leaving the Chamber
under the impression that you will leave
the chair at 6 o’clock !

Mr. SpeAKER : Some hon. members
have suggested to me that during the sum-
mer months it would be well to adjourn
for tea at half-past 6 instead of at 6 o’clock.

Hox. Meugers : No, 6!

Other Hox. MemBERs : Half-past 6!

Mr. SPEAKER : I cannot take a division
upon the proposal; but, as the general ex-
pression of opinion seems to be in favour
of an adjournment at 6 o'clock, I shall
now leave the chair until the usual hour
7 o'clock.

[Mr. Speaker left the chair at 559 p.m. The
House resumed at 7*3 p.m.]

Mr. W. M. HUGHES: The right
hon. gentleman told us last night that
what we bad to consider was the fact
that we had here a number of citizens of
the empire who had volunteered to help
Great Britain in her difficulty. These
were not pressed men, but volunteers who
had offered to shed their blood and who
were prepared to yield their lives for the
honor and safety of their country. And
the right hon. gentleman asks, ¢ What
right have we to prevent these men from
going ?” I reply that we haveno right to
prevent them from going. Let them go.
‘We have no sort of control over them,
and there is nothing to prevent any
citizen from going from here to the Trans-
vaal, and if he prefers it, staying there.
But what we have to consider is, should
the taxpayers of the country be mulcted
in the sum of £30,000—that is the esti-
mate; but Tsuppose the expensewill run to
£100,000 before it is finished-—to provide
means for sending these men away. If
there are 600 men in this country who
wish to volunteer for service in the Trans-
vaal, by all means let them go; but I
think that that part of the right hon.
gentleman’s speech was as illogical and as
foolish as the rest of his argument. We

Second night,
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have nothing to do with these men, and we
do not require them. I wish now to say
one or two words about what I may term
this colonial jingoism. It was formerly
the peculiar prerogative of the people of
Great Britain alone amongst the British
people to clamour for war. That most
undesirable and immoral feature had not
extended to these shores, and until the
Soudan contingent was sent away there
were no blood stains upon this country.
But, since the inception of what is known
as the federal spirit, there has been a
tendency upon the part of a great many
who formerly were the most determined
opponents of militarism and jingoism to
come round and point out to us that it is
our duty to stand by the empire through
thick and thin. Isay that our duty is per-
fectly clear. Solong as we are prepared to
accept the protection of Great Britain we
must be ready to lend her a hand in the
hour of need ; but it does not follow that
when, by the machinations of a band of
buccaneers she has been landed in a diffi-
culty with the Boers of South Africa, or
with any other people, that we should be
led by the nosealso. The hon. gentlemen
who have spoken from this side of the
House have declared that, in their opinion,
this war is ill-advised, ill-judged, and im-
moral ; and, with the exception of Mr.
Dangar, I have heard no one state that it
is a just and advisable war. I understand
that the motive underlying the favour
which some men have shown to it is the
statement that Boers have ill-treated the
Uitlanders, and T have seen several cable-
grams dealing with the ill-treatment of

women and children of the Uitlander

population by the Boers. I have some
small experience of cablegrams, and it is
my opinion that one can hardly lock at
anything more unlike what it professes to
describe than is a cablegram. We must
recollect that the gentleman whom rightly
or wrongly, we accuse of fomenting this
disturbance, are men of immense sub-
stance, and that a cablegram like anything
else may be bought ; you can manufacture
Armenian atrocities; you can manufac-
ture defeats; and you can manufacture
victories by the help of cablegram. It is
now declared that, although the Americans
in their war in Cuba had many adven-
tures, they gained very few victories ; but
it must be remembered that they had with
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them many war eorrespondents behind
whom was plenty of money. Now, we
are asked to believe, upon the authority
of a few cablegrams, that the Boers have
ill-treated the women and children of the
Uitlanders.

Mr. NorrtoN: And cablegrams have
contradicted that statement !

Mr. W. M. HUGHES : No doubt the
statement has been contradicted, and the
contradiction is at least as reliable as the
original statement. But what I wanted
to point out is that, because some of the
Uitlanders have been, since the ill-feeling
has been promoted, treated unjustly, surely
that is no reason why we should rush into
war. 1 askisita strange thing here to
treat foreigners unjustly ? Have we not
heard, in connection with the Lambing
Flat riots, that Chinamen were nearly
swept off the face of the colony? We know
that Chinamen were dropped down mines;
that they fell down there, or by some
mysterious means got to the bottom. This
is considered nothing atall. This isnota
casus belle with China ; nothing of the
sort.

Mr. ArrHUR GRIFFITH : Nothing of the
kind has been authenticated against the
Boers !

Mr. W. M. HUGHES: Nothing at
all. It is possible that some women and
childrenmay have been hustled and harshiy
treated by men who were justly irritated.
I am not defending this sort of thing. I
am only pointing out that these men may
have been after all greatly irritated, and
their manners, perhaps, fall short of those
of a Chesterfield. I heard one gentleman
argue that one reason we should go to war
was that the Uitlanders were denied an
opportunity to be tried by a jury of their
own countrymen. That is the most as-
tonishing statement I ever heard. Ttis
most strange, because when a German is
accused of a particular offence, is he tried
by a jury of Germans? When a China-
man is accused of a particular offence we
do not try bim with a jury of Chinamen!

Mr. ArTHUR GRIFFITH: Another reason
is that they do not speak English in the
state schools !

Mr. W. M. HUGHES : One has to be
amenable to the Jaws of the country in
which one lives. No one compelled these
nen to go to the Transvaal. They went
there of their own free will; they were
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free to come away ; but they stayed there,
and, being there, they are amenable to the
laws of the country. It is tobe regretted,
perhaps, that these laws are not more
liberal ; but that is no reason why we
should interfere. I only desire to say
now that the franchise, as I understand
it, for the lower house of the Transvaal,
is two years’ residence. After he has been
two years in the Transvaal, a person can
then be naturalised, and get a vote. You
cannot do that here. Kruger promised
to give the Uitlanders a vote for the Upper
Raad when they had been seven years
there. That was his offer. But you can-
not get a vote for this House if you have
been here seven years ; so that this fran-
chise is at least as liberal as is the Queens-
land franchise, although it is, perhaps, not
quite as liberal as is our own. I shall be
glad to hear from any person, not an
hysterical outburst of loyalty, but some
arguments supporting the statement that
the Transvaal should be treated other than
as a foreign nation. I should like to know
why the Transvaal should be treated other-
wise. We are now told that we are to
enter into this war because the other
colonies have gone into it, and that it
would look bad if we were behind them
in the matter. I do not know that this
is any better argument than to say that,
whatever is done, whether right or wrong,
we must stand by it. I have already said
that, in case of danger to the empire, the
the whole people must, whether they like
it or do not like it—they should anyhow
—lend a helping hand. But suppose the
other colonies, whom the leader of the
Opposition complained about, forestall us.
Victoria is now regarded as a shining
example of patriotic virtue in Downing-
street, a fact which the hon. gentleman at
the head of the Opposition most bitterly
deplored, and he certainly did his best to
remove that impression by his speech of
last evening. We have to remember that
Great Britain did not require our aid, and
did not ask for it. It may seem rather an
imputation that in her hour of need,
Britain does not require, does not ask for
ald from one of her colonies, but it ig
nevertheless a solemn and notorious fact.
This hysterical desire for notoriety of a
particular kind, of a kind which was
unnpecessary, and even valueless a little
while ago, but which of late has become
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an essential virtue if we desire success, is
a new political religion. If you desire
success, if you wish for notoriety, it is
absolutely essential that you shall appear
before the eyes of the home Government
as patriotic, and when titles fall heavily
on your country you will not be missed.
I have have here « Vattel,” who is one of
the best authorities upon international
law. I put this forward to show that
according to this most renowned jurist
there is absolutely nothing in the circum-
stances which now confront us which
justifies the entrance of Britain into this.
war. He says:

In order to estimate the justice of an offensive
war the nature of a subject for which a nation
takes up arms must be first considered. We
should be thoroughly assured of our right before-
we proceed to assert it in so dreadful a manner.
Two things are necessary to render it just—(1.)-
some right which is to be asserted, that is to say
that we are authorised to demand something of”
another nation, (2.) that we be unable to ob-
tain it otherwise than by force of arms. Neces-
sity alone warrants the use of force. It is a
dangerous and terrible resource. Nature the
common parent of maunkind allows of it only in
cases of the last extremity when all other means
fail. Itis doing wrong to anation to do violence
against her before we know whether she be
disposed to do us justice or to refuse it.

A great deal has been said about Kruger’s
wriggling. Butare we to condemn a man
merely because he is a wriggler., If that
is so, how insecure are the foundations of
the greatest statesman of Australia! He
has wriggled. If you were on as sharp a.
pin, as he was and is on, you would wriggle
too. You would wriggle if you were con-
fronted by as determined and desperate a .
butterfly hunter as Great Britain, know-
ing that in the end you would be pinned
tightly on the card with your name neatly
inscribed over the circumstances under-
which you met your unhappy fate. What.
has this old man done? Has he notdone
the best he could for his country? What
is his alternative? Iis people must fight.
or be exterminated, or lose their existence
as a nation by the overwhelming pre--
dominance of the Uitlanders. A nation.
so situated would do well to die sword in
hand rather than be wiped out, blotted
out of the map of Africa by the slow
and insidious process of.political reform.
Now we have been accused, as I have
said, of giving, as we propose to do, a vote
of disloyalty. I am glad to say that we
Second raght,
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stand here to-night in company with some
of the most illustrious Englishmen that
have lived during the last hundred years.
It was Chatham who warned the Com-
mons, when he was confronted by an
ignorant and blatant crowd, perhaps by
a more ignorant and more blatant crowd
than those who throng the Commons now,
clamouring for a declaration of war against
the American colonies. It was the Earl
of Chatham who warned them that it was
the beginning of the end. Has it not
been s0% Was he not the truest friend of
fingland when he pointed out that by
precipitating a conflict Great Britain
would inevitably lose that which she went
to war to maintain? Had that war not
been precipitated the world would never
have known a division of the English-
speaking race. It was Fox who protested
against the infamy of the war against
France. Did not John Bright protest
against the Crimean war, one of the greatest
blunders ever committed by any adminstra-
tion in Great Britain? And, last of all,
we stand in the company of Gladstone, a
man who ended a struggle similar to this
upon which we are now entering, and
ended it, in spite of all that might be said
against that great man, to his eternal
‘honor and to the happiness and welfare of
-mankind.

An Hox. MemBer: We now have to
reap what he has sown !

Mr. W. M. HUGHES: It is hard to
say what would have happened had we
gone on. But if the hon. member can
view with equanimity the spectacle of a
united South Africa arrayed against the
power of the British Empire, he must be
of a more optimistic turn of mind than I
am. You cannot bring a nation like that
to your knees ; you must exterminate them.
There were the Albigenses, and there was
a schism. It was” wiped out when the
Albigenses were wiped out. These men
come of that sturdy stock that furnished
the bulwark of Protestantism in BEurope,

who stood for a hundred years as the

symbol of liberty, If you think that you
will get rid of these people in South Africa
by anything else than extermination, then
you little know them. Right or wrong,
there they are ; and while a man of them
stands in South Africa you will have to
hayonet or shoot him before you obtain
peace.

(HMr. W. M. Hughes.
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Mr. Norron: They shielded the Pilgrim
Fathers in Holland !

Mr. W. M. HUGHES: They come from
the same stock as we do ; and the man who
can under these circumstances view the
prospect with cheerfulness differs entirely
from myself. All I can say here to-night
is, that I stand here to give a vote against
this proposal ; and in doing so we are in
company with the most illustrious and
patriotic Englishmen of the day.

Mr. COPELAND (Sydney— Phillip)
{7:23]: I do not know whether to attach
any significance to the fact that, so far as

" we can judge, the same gentlemen who are

going to oppose this motion were, most of
them, opposing resolutions only a little
while ago in favour of federation. They
were all, they said, strongly in favour of
federation ; they were all federalists, but
not under that bill. And it seems to me,
that on this occasion, they are all loyalists,
they would all fight for the mother country,
they would all tight for the strength of the
empire, but not under this war—not under
any other war, I think. There is no war
which Britons have waged for hundreds
of years, but that men of the same disposi-
tion as these gentlemen opposing this
have also found reasons to oppose. Some
men have always found cause for com-
plaint. They are always loyal, but always
against that war.

Mer. Norrox: What about John Morley?

Mr. COPELAND : If the hon. member
will kindly refrain from interrupting I
shall not say the slightest thing tn give
provocation. T think we had an exhibi-
tion here last night that was a disgrace to
our legislative chamber. We ought to
be able to carry on a debate of this kind
without saying anything personally offen-
sive.

Mr. Nortox: So we will if you keep
the late Premier in order !

Mr. COPELAND: That hon. gentleman
does not happen to be present to-night.
There is no necessity for us to say a word
personally offensive to each other. I am
quite prepared to give every member of
this Chamber credit for the same honesty
of intention that I have myself. I believe
other hon. members are just as loyal as I
am. They look at this question from a
different standpoint, but they are as much
entitled to hold their opinions as I am to
hold mine. Therefore, I merely ask for
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the freedom of speech that every man
ought to be entitled to in giving utterance
to the opinions he holds. I am free to
admit, also, that there -are great grounds
for doubt about the wisdom of this war.
I admit that freely; and I go further—I
go as far as any member of this Chamber
in the direction of saying that I regret
very much that there is a war, and I re-
gret very much that there should be any
war. Ithink the time is fast coming when
we shall be able to settle these great dis-
putes without war. At least, I hope so,
and that is one reason why I am prepared
to support the British Government; be-
cause I feel quite sure that while the
British nation and the American nation
are in the ascendancy, that is the only
chance we shall ever have of settling these
disputes by arbitration instead of by the
sword.

An Hon. MemBer: The Boers were
prepared to settle this dispute by arbitra-
tion !

Mr. COPELAND : But what kind of
arbitration ? Calling in foreign nations
to. settle a dispute between a suzerain
power and a subordinate state, for that is
really the position the Transvaal holds to
the British Ewpire. I somewhat regret
the form which the motion of the hon.
member at the head of the Government
has taken. The hon. gentleman, I am
sure, will readily acquit me of a desire to
level any reproach against him, but I
should like to have sefn the resolution
worded in a somewhat different form. We
wmust all know perfectly well that the
British Government are not dependent
upon any assistance we can give them.
God forbid that they ever should be. It
would be a poor lookout for this country
if the British nation had to depend upon
a paltry 250 or 125 volunteers that we
might have to send from this country.
We all know, and are all free to admit,
that in accepting the services of our troops
Great Britain does so merely for the pur-
pose of placing her children in this posi-
tion : One hon. member spoke of a cat
and its kittens. Now, Great Britain, as
the British bulldog, is really giving its
little puppies an opportunity of having “a
taste of the fight.” That is all she is doing
—training the colonies—and that is what
we want to do in sending our men away.
‘We want to show, first of all, the solidarity
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of the empire. = 'We want to show that
we are a part of the empire of Great
Britain, and that we are men enough to
take our share in the responsibilities of
nationhood as well as its advantages.
Therefore we say, “Let us send a few
of our men, let us show you that there is
a little pluck to be found in Australia, in
your sons on the other side of the world,
as well as in the British soldier ; give us
an opportunity of showing what we are
made of.” Great Britain, on the other
hand, says, “Well, we are prepared to
put up with the inconvenience”—because
that is really what it is. It is an incon-
venience, and will be an inconvenience to
the British army, to have our raw recruits
amongst them. 8Still, it is a good thing
for this country that our raw recruits
should be trained and be converted into
adept soldiers, so that they should have
some skill and knowledge to enable them
to defend our country if ever the time
should come, and iv is very possible it
may come, and come before very long,
even arising out of this very Transvaal
difficulty. Then is it not desirable that
our troops should be trained? The only
way for them to be trained is for them to
go and see actual warfare. The British
Government are not craving assistance
from us, but are willing to accept what
we choose to send to them in the way of
serviceable troops, merely for the purpose
of showing, in the first place, that the
empire is united in all quarters, and, in the
second place, to give us an opporbtunity of
training our men. Perhaps the Govern-
ment have had very little time to consider
the form of this resolution. I am free to
admit that they have been hurried a great
deal at the present juncture, and have
had little opportunity of giving considera-
tion to this question. I know the Premier
has not had a moment to spare to see any
one or to consider anything. The chief
value of any aid we can give will be simply
as an expression of loyalty to the empire.
It will be merely telling the world, “ Un-
derstand that if the British Empire gets
into difficulties, if you do what is very ap-
parent you would like to do—some of these
nations would like to stand by until they
saw England in a corner, and then would
be first to spring at her throat, and all the
more so if they believed there was any dis-
loyalty in the colonies, all the more so if

Second night.
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they believed that England's colonies
would be her weakness, just as we found
it to be the case some time ago, when the
Soudan contingent went away. We know
that at that particular time the whole of
Europe was snarling and snspping at the
heels of Great Britain, We had Germany
snarling at her about German New Guinea.
We had France snarling at her about the
New Hebrides, and we had Russia at-
tempting to capture a part of Afghanistan
—all inclined to attack England because
they thought at that particular time that
England’s weakness was her colonial em-
pire, which she would have to defend in
case of war, and therefore there would be
a chance of grabbing a portion of it for
themselves. There can be little doubt that
if ever England’s strength should be taxed
to its utmost, Australia would be one of
the first countries that either Germany or
France would endeavour to seize upon so
as to enlarge its colonial empire.

An Hox. MeuBER : That will be the
time to fight !

Mr. COPELAND : The time to fight is
-when any part of the rope is likely to be
stranded. Would any sensible man say,
“QOh, this is not the time to fight, while
the fight is taking place at.the Transvaal ;
we will wait until the fight comes to our
own shore.” Then some of them would
say, “Oh, yes, but the fight is in West
Australia ; wait till it comes to New South
Wales.” And then when it came to New
South Wales, I suppose, each man, carry-
ing out the same policy, would take his
rifle and go and stand at his own front
door, and say, “ It is not the time to fight
when the invaders have landed on our
shore ; I am going to fight when they
attempt to attack my house and my house-
hold gods.” That would be the time when
the hon. member’s policy would come in.
‘We should be prepared to fight at any
point where the empire is threatened. It
is our duty to give all the assistance we
can whenever there is a dispute between
the empire and any other country. Tosay
that the Transvaal is a small country is
hardly a correct representation of the case.
A nation depends not upon its acreage,
but upon the number and the quality of
its fighting men ; and it cannot be gainsaid
that there are a number of fighting men
in the field now in the Transvaal and the
Free State ; in addition to that, we donot
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know the countless numbers of men of
foreign nations that are already giving
strong evidence of their willingness and
desire to take up arms against Great
Britain. We see that some 1,500 Germans
have volunteered, and how many may that
be the precursor of ? 1t may be that in a
few weeks, instead of 1,500, we shall have
5,000 or 10,000 Germans volunteering for
war against Great Britain,

Mr. HavNes: We may have 15,000
Germans volunteering to marry our high
people in England !

Mr. COPELAND : I hope the hon.
member will talk sense.

Mr. Speaxer: Last night I tried to
impréss upon hon. members that these
interruptions should cease. There is only
one course open to me, and that is to re-
move those hon. members who persist in
making them. Am T to be forced to take
that course? It rests with hon. members
themselves. I have no desire to do it.

Mr. COPELAND : T was going to refer,
fivst of all, before 1 got to the solid matter,
to the fact that I think the Premier would
have done well to have included in his
resolution some expression of loyalty from
this colony to the mother country. It is
the loyalty that is wanted ; it is not the
men. All the British Empire desires is
that we should be loyal to the old land,
and the only ready means we have of
showing our loyalty is to say, « Well, we
will send you some of our men.”

Mr. Ly~ : Pérbaps the hon. member
will allow me to say that the wording of
the resolution is in accordance with the
wording of the resolutions in three of the
other colonies, though somewhat different
from that in Victoria. That is the reason
I worded it in its present form.

Mr. COPELAND: I intend to endea-
vour by an amendment to supply the
omission. The hon. gentleman knows I
am as anxious about this matter as he is
himself, and I think he will see the wis-
dom of accepting the suggestion I am
about to make. I propose to insert a few
words after the word “House,” so as to
make the resolution read as follows :—

That this House desires to express its con-
tinued and unbounded loyalty to her Gracious
Majesty the Queen, and, while regretting the
necessity for the war now in progress in South
Africa, desires to express its fullest concurrence
in the policy pursued by the Imperial Govern-
ment with a view o securing the social and politi-
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cal rights of free men for all British subjects
whose lawful occupations have made them resi-
dents of Boer territory, and is of opinion that
New South Wales should equip and despatch a
military force for service with the Imperial
army in South Africa.

T take leave to-say that the British Go-
vernment would appreciate a resolution of
that kind more than they would appreciate
the actual sending of a number of men.
Mr. Lyss: It would complicate matters
very much ! :
* Mr. COPELAND : I do not think so.
If we areloyal, why should we be ashamed
to express our loyalty ? I cannotimagine
a man being loyal and afraid of giving
expressions to that loyalty. If a man
were loyal and afraid of anyone knowing
it, and afraid of voting forit, I should say
his loyalty was significant by its absence,
or else he was too cowardly to give ex-
pression to it. I am quite sure the hon.
member is neither of these. 1 believe he
is as loyal as I am, and I do not think he
is afraid,—at least he ought not to be
afraid—of giving expression to iv. If we
are not a loyal people in God’s name let
us knock this farce on the head! The
English Government do not want our 250
men ; they simply wish to have an ex-
pression of loyalty from us. If we are
not loyal she can do without us. We are
in duty bound to render aid and assistance,
as a matter of common equity to the
mother country. It is as much our duty
to volunteer for service to maintain the
power of the empire as it is for the people
of Yorkshire, Essex, or any other part of
England to do so. We are part and
parcel of the British Empire and as long
as we accept any of the advantages of the
empire it is our duty to share the burdens
and the inconveniences of tbe empire.
Hon. members may laugh; but I can
very well imagine that men who are dis-
posed to oppose this motion would not
have had the privilege of coming here if
some of their fellow-citizens had not been
more inclined than they are to take up the
sword. 'What right have we here, if a
strong nation has no right to say to the
wegk party, the possessors of the land,
you must make room for us? Why do
we not bundle up our traps and leave this
country to the black-fellows ¢ What right
had the people of New Zealand to take
that country ¢ Look at the monstrous
.war which was raged in that country, as
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no doubt many hon. members would have
called it? Will any man tell me that the
Maoris of New Zealand are not as brave a
race as the Boers of South Africa? They
are every whit as brave. They are more
honorable, and better men in every sense
of the word. If we are to adopt the policy
of those hon. members who oppose the
motion, we are bound to abandon this
country to the aborigines, and the New

Zealanders are bound to abandon their

country to the Maoris. So we might go to
all parts of the empire which Great Britain
has acquired from time to time. Ibelieve
it is one of the laws of nature—a predes-
tination—that the better type of humanity
should displace the lower type. Ihaveno
hesitation in saying that the Boer is the
lowest type of white humanity, You can-
not name to me any other race of white
people so low in the scale of humanity as
the Boer.

An How. MemsEr : Except the York-
shire Boer!

Mr. COPELAND : The Yorkshireman
has the courage of bis opinions, and
would not be atraid to meet the hon. mem-
ber’s bore, whether small bore or large
bore. We are supposed to know very little
of the merits or demerits of this question,
and I think I may be allowed to quote
slightly from speeches recently delivered
in the House of Commons. It may be
assumed that prominent members of the
House of Commons ought to understand
this question a little better than we can
be supposed to do.

An Hox. MEMBER : Why !

Mr. COPELAND : Because they have
had a better opportunity of deing so.

Mr. ArtEUR GRIFFITH : They are far-
ther away than we are !

Mr. COPELAND : As a matter of fact
they are not. I have here a report of the
debate which took place in the House of
Commons on 7th August, 1899, which is
not very far back in ancient history. I
will quote from a speech delivered by Sir
Ellis Ashmead Bartlett, who, of course,
will be called a rank tory, and everything
else. .

Mr. Norrox: He is a young man of
23, who married a rich widow of 70!

Mr. COPELAND : He is a barrister
and has been nineteen years in Parliament,
and twice he has been a minister in the

Second niyht.
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British Government. He must have been
born very old if he is a mere child of 26
or 27 years.

Mr. Norrox :
Burdett-Coutts !

Mr. COPELAND: No, that was his
brother. This is what Sir Ellis Ashmead

He married Baroness

Bartlett said, and inasmuch as he has

twice held the post of Civil Lord of the
Admiralty, it may be fairly assumed that
he has taken the trouble to make himself
acquainted with the facts quite as much as
any hon. member here. He said:

The franchise concession has been made by
the Colonial Secretary the key of the position ;
but the difficulties of the Transvaal will be hy
no means settled, even if the full demands of
Sir Alfred Milner are accepted by the Volks-
raad. Such guestions as the independence and
honesty of the Transvaal High Court, the im-
partial and uncorrupt administration of the
country, the removal of religious disabilities,
the equal benefits of education and language,
and the just incidence of taxation are almost, if
not guite, as important as that of the franchise
—a rather doctrinaire remedy, which, after all,
is only a means to an end, and a means that a
great number of the Transvaal Uitlanders do
not ardently desire. Moreover, the bare gift of
the franchise by the Volksraad can be easily
neutralised by those restrictive conditions and
artifices in which the Boers have proved them-
selves quite pastmasters, and which would pre-
vent any effective addition of Uitlanders to the
electoral power of the Transvaal. These are
details, and very important details, The
main thing, however, 1s that her Majesty’s
Government should make it plain to President
Kruger, and to the Boer Executive, and Volks-
raad—that is, to the thirty-three persons who
are absolute masters of the Transvaal, with
more than a Venetian absolutism—that no eva-
sion or shuffling will be permitted, and that the
settlement made now must be complete, final,
* and must be honestly observed. There has been
too much palaver and {oo much *‘ soft sawder ”
in all this Transvaal business. The result has
been that for eighteen long years the Boer Pre-
sident has played a successful game of bounce,
and England and British interests and therights
of the Uitlanders have been steadily driven down
hill. No subject has been the centre of so many
mytbs, of such huge humbug, and of so much
pseudo-glorification as the Boer government of
the Transvaal, The Boers are not even the
original proprietors of the country. They are
‘only interlopers of some forty-seven years’ stand-
ing, who have oppressed the real aborigines in
the most barbarous and cruel way. They are
not the majority of the white population, nor
the best part of it, nor the most industrious.
They number less than two-fifths of the white
population, they pay less than one-sixth of the
taxation, and they have mnot one-tenth part of
the education of their Uitlander neighbours.
The Boer Republic is a sham, and a republic
only in name. It is, in fact, a corrupt oligarchy,
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worked by a handful of clever and designing
persons for their own benefit, dependent for its
existence upon prejudice and race hatred, and
employing all the worst, most venal, and most
tyrannical methods of the most unscrupulous
autocracy in the world in order to maintain its
power. The Kruger regime is, in fact, a vast
extortion machine. The present Boer resistance
to our just demands i% not a struggle for liberty
or justice, for there is neither liberty nor justice
under the Transvaal Government. It is simply
a struggle for unjust and monstrous peculation,
a last effort of a most corrupt oligarchy to keep
its hold over a rich and promising field of ex-
ploitation, '

There are the opinions of a man who may
be looked upon as being quite as com-
petent to form an opinion, or almost as
competent to form an’ opinion as even the
hon. member for Northumberland ; and
it seems to me that the question before us
resolves itself into two parts: We have
to send men, and sending men will cost
money ; the question arises, are we en-
titled, not so much to send men as to allow
men to go? I agree with that part of the
speech of the leader of the Opposition
These men have volunteered to go; we
should not think for a moment of sending
men if they did not offer to go. The
question arises, have we a right to allow
these men to go and take their share of
the responsibilities of the nation? I say
that if we were to refuse to do this we
should be the meanest people on God’s
earth. The empire has endowed us with
the grandest estate on the face of the
earth. We possess, at this moment, one-
eighteenth part of the whole land surface
of this world.

Mr. FErcusoN: And yet we are not
satisfied !

Mr. COPELAND : It has come to us
as a heritage from the mother country,
for which we have never paid one shilling,
and it has never cost us one drop of blood;
but it cost a great many drops of British
blood and hundreds of thousands of British
lives, the lives of British soldiers and
sailors, and a good many millions of
British money to enable them not to fight
for this country directly, but to enable
them to maintain their supremacy amongst
European nations. Can it be doubted for
a moment, if Great Britain had ever lost
her supremacy, that France, Germany, or
some other country would not immediately
have taken possession of this country, and
then we should not have been here? We
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stand here with this free gift of more than
one-eighteenth of the whole land surface
of the earth.

An Hox.
Wales !

Mr. COPELAND: No, Australia. This
is an Awustralian contingent, which is
going to render a little loyalty and nothing
more, a little assistance to the mother
country. Surely we ought to be prepared
to take our share in the burdens of the
empire quite as much as the people of
England. 1f we are not to fight for the
empire, why should the people of England
fight foric? According to some hon. mem-
bers, it is time that we laid down our
arms and allowed other nations to walk
over us. If we were to adopt the policy
of those who oppose this motion, we
should be content to say, “Let the people
of the Transvaal do as they like.” Then,
later on, a quarrel would occur between
Great Britain and some slightly stronger
power than the Transvaal, and we should
be told again, “What right have we to
fight against those people?” We have been
asked over and over again, “ What right
had we to go to the rescue of Egypt?’ and
we have been told that we had no right to
send troops to the Soudan to fight against
the Arabs ; that we should let France, or
some other power, take possession of the
provinces of the Soudan. Applying the
same principle everywhere, Great Britain
would have to withdraw from India, and
leave the vast outlying portions of her
territory unprotected. 1f she did that,
how long would they remain as they are
now? Would they be governed by a wiser
or a gentler power than Great Britain
Would any of the races which are sub-
ject to Great Britain be in a better
plight than they arein to-day if they were
subject to Germany or France or Russia ?
Will any hon. gentleman say that the
British rule is a harsh or unjust rule? Can
Great Britain be honestly and truthfully
charged with having perpetrated injustice
upon any part of her empire? Has she
done any wrong to the Boers? Did she
not come to the rescue when the Boers
stood a chance of being wiped out by the
assegais of the Zulus? And what has
been her return? From that day to the pre-
sent moment the Boers have never missed
an opportunity to heap every kind of insult
and contumely upon Englishmen, and to

MeMBer : In New South

[18 Ocr., 1899.]

South Africa. 1441
commit robbery and villainy upon British
subjects. Miss Olive Schreiner has re-
cently published a shriek in support of her
brother’s political treachery.

An Ho~N. MEeMBER : We have traitors
here, too!

Mr. COPELAND : I have no doubt
that we have.

Mr. Norton : If the hon. member is a
loyalist I want to be disloyal !

Mr. COPELAND : Miss Schreiner has
recently published a work in which she
attempts to support her brother’streachery
to the empire. But if we read the “Story
of an African Farm,” published by the
same authoress a few years ago, before this
trouble became so prominent, we do not
find the Boer pictured there as a saint.

An Hox. MeMBrR: Who says that
he is?

Mr. COPELAND : Some hon. members
would make one think that the Boers are
the most righteous people upon God’s
earth, and that these men are fighting for
their homes, for justice and freedom. But
was there ever a nation under the sun, was
there ever an islander in the South Pacific
who, when his territory was invaded, did
not fight for freedom and for liberty ¥ In
the great majority of cases, however, the
greatest blessing that ever fell upon such
people came to them when they were in-
vaded by people of a superior race, because
these brought with them civilisation and
the knowledge of freedom. Those peoples
did not know that they were slaves, or
that they were ignorant, but when freedom
came, bringing with it education and in-
telligence, they began to realise, as we
Anglo-Saxons realise, that it was the best
thing that could have happened to them to
be invaded by Great Britain. Reference
was made a little while ago to the separa-
tion of the United States from the British
empire; but, as an Englishman, I say that
the declaration of the independence of the
United States of Ameriea is the best thing
that ever happened in this world. Never
since civilisation was known has anything
of greater importancehappened inthe world
than the War of Independence. And, ur-
just though that war was in its inception,
its results have given nothing but good to
humanity. No doubt there may be some
objections to the present war against the
Boers. Some people may think that the
dispute might have been settled by arbitra-

Second night,
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tion, or that there is nothing worth fight--

ing about. When you are not there, you
can easily think that. But when men,
the fellow-countrymen of those who have
howled in this Chamber from session to
session about the advantages of one man’
one vote, go to the Transvaal and find that
there is there nothing of the kind, can we
expect them to say that it is of no conse-
quence, and nothing to fight for? But
those who claim to have worked such
wonders here ignore the position of their
fellow-countrymen in the Transvaal.

Mr. MoGoweN : We have always looked
at the equal value of the vote !

Mr. COPELAND : What has that to do
with the question about which I am speak-
ing? Do I want to build up any unequal
values? Has any one ever asked that
the Britishers shall have more rightsin
the Transvaal than are enjoyed by the
Dutchmen there?

Mr. McGoweN : The hon. member was
willing to give Tasmanians more rights

than the people of New South Wales !
" Mr. COPELAND : Utter nonsense !
Here we have the old true federalist, but
“ not under this bill " ?

Mr. FErguson: The old true Britisher,
but not under this war!

Mr. COPELAND : I am prepared to
take my share in the responsibilities of
nationhood, and since England has con-
ferred upon us this vast territory which
we inhabit, it is contemptible to weigh a
paltry £30,000 in the balance—because
the cost of sending away our volunteers
will amount to only £30,000, which is
actually less than 6d. per head of popula-
tion. Even if we are called upon to pay
£60,000, the expense will not amount to
more than 11d. per head of the population
of the colony. In this connection, let
me draw hon. members’ attention to
one or two facts. I find that when Cap-
tain Cook took possession of Australia

An Hox. MEMBER ; Oh!

Mr. COPELAND : It is a very easy
matter for the hon. member to laugh at
Captain Cook, but he himself would not
make a big toe-nail to a man like Captain
Cook. Captain Cooks do not grow where
the hon. member came from. When Cap-
tain Cook discovered Australia the British
nation had a nationaldebtof £127,000,000,
and I wish to show what it has cost Great

[3r. Copeland.
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Britain to maintain the supremacy which
has enabled her to vetain this territory
for us. In 1855, when the British Go-
vernment handed over to us as a free gift
all the lands, the minerals, the royalties,
and the wealth of this colony, the national
debt was £837,000,000, or £710,000,000
more than when Captain Cook landed
here. It cost Great Britain £710,000,000
to maintain her supremacy and to keep
together her empire, and to that sum is to
be added the lives of hundreds and thou-
sands of British sailors and soldiers who
have fought for the freedom which we
enjoy. Is it not then contemptible for us,
when the British supremacy is called into
question, to refuse to send someof our men,
and to pay some of our money in bearing
our just and fair share of the troubles of
the empire? Last year it cost England
11s. 14d. per head of population to pay
for her army and 12s. 3%d. to pay for her
navy. Surely if every man, woman, and
child of the highly taxed populations of
England, Scotland, and Ireland have to
pay £1 3s. 5d. per head for maintaining
the British forces, we, who are in so much
better. position financially, should be will-
ing to contribute something out of the free
gift which the mother country has con-
ferred upon us. England gave to New
South Wales 196,000, 000 acres of land.

An Hox. Meussg ¢ Tt has pretty well
all gone now !

Mr. COPELAND: Only 46,000,000
acres have gone, so that there are
150,000,000 acres left to sell. Up to the
end of 1897 the amount of money actually
received by this country by reason of
this free gift was £43,821,000, with
£11,624,000 of unpaid balances, making
a total revenue from land sales of
£55,5600,000,and we have still 150,000,000
acres left to sell. That amount of money
is altogether apart from the revenue de-
rived year. by year from the occupation of
the land, so that I have no hesitation
in saying that the free gift of the British
empire to the people of New South Wales
has already returned to us pretty nearly
£100,000,000. Last year our gross land
revenue was £1,976,000, and deducting
the cost of the Lands and Mines depart-
ments—£457,000—that left us a net profit
of £1,500,000.

Mr. Arraur GRIFFITH : What has this
to do with the Transvaal?
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Mr. COPELAND : If the hon. member

has not brains enough to understand what
I am saying, it is not my fault.

Mr. Artaur Grirrite: Well, T admit
thas T have not!

Mr. COPELAND: Our netland revenue
last year was equivalent to £1 2s. 6d. per
head of the population, that is what the
free gift of Great Britain to us was worth
last year.

[Applause in the gallery.]

Mr. SpeaxER: I should like to point
out to the people in the gallery from which
the applause has come that if there is any
further demonstration there, I shall have
the gallery cleared. There must be no
noise in the galleries. If the messenger
knows who the person is who applauded,
he must remove him from the gallery.

A Stranger: 1 was not aware that it
was against the order of the House to
applaud, and I will retire, sir.

Mr. Speagrr: In that case, you may
remain.

Mr. COPELAND : I was pointing out
that last year there came into our pockets
£1 2s. 6d. per head from our land. Let us
see what it has cost to defend us. The cost
of the British army and navy amounts to
£1 3s. 5d., and in addition to that the
British taxpayer has to pay by taxation,
not from the sale of Crown lands, but by
actual taxation, 12s. 5d. per head interest
on the national debt, which accumulated
during the time that England was protect-
ing Australia for the present occupants of
it; so that the taxation of the English
people for this matter amounts at present
to £1 15s. 10d. per head.

Mr. Eppex: I have no desire to curtail
the hon. member’s remarks, but, in my
opinion, they are very much wide of the
subject under discussion. If the hon.
member is allowed to go into the question
of land revenue, I suppese other hon.
members will be allowed the same latitude.
T think the hon. member has been out of
order for the last fifteen or twenty minutes.

Mr. Nortox : Icertainly think the hon.
member must be in order. He is giving
reasons why this motion should be carried.
One of his reasons, as I gather from his
discourse, is that we owe a debt of grati-
tude to the old country. This is largely
a matter of sentiment !

An Hox. MemBER : No; of cash!
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Mr. NorToX : “An appeal has been made
to us, and I take it that the hon. member
is deftly mixing sentiment with cash, and
i3 endeavouring to show by statistics that
we have received such benefits from the
old country, putting aside the fact of our
being a dumping ground for convicts for
half a century, that on tha ground alone
this motion should be passed.

Mzr. SPEAKER : The proposition is that
the Government should equipand despatch
a military force for service in South Africa.
Surely it would be in order for an hon:
membertoadvanceas a reason against that,
that the state of the finances did not jus-
tify that course. Would it not be equally
in order for an hon. member to show that
the additional cost entailed by the equip-
ment and despatch of a force of this kind
would be so trifling, in comparison with
our income, that it was mnot worth con-
sideration at all ? That is what, I take it,
the hon. member was trying to prove. I
cannot rule him out of order.

Mr. COPELAND: I was pointing out
that every man, woman, and child in this
country, last year, derived an absolute net
revenue of £1 2s. 6d. per head from the
land, while the only expenditure in con-
nection with the defence of this ' country,
including military pensions, the Australian
naval force, the volunteers, the Albany
and Thursday Island forts, amounting in
all to £270,000, was equal to 4s. per head
of the population. Deducting 4s. from
the land revenue of £1 2s. 6d., we were
still benefited last year to the extent of
18s. 6d. for every man, woman, and child in
the country. Now the Colonial Treasurer
comes along and asks us to spend the odd
sixpence—that is what it amounts to, leav-
ing us with a net revenue from the land
alone of a considerable sum of money. We
are not like the British taxpayer who has
to put his hand in his pocket to pay taxa-
tion at every turn ‘to contribute to the
maintenance of the British navy and the
British Empire. Our contribution comes
from this free gift of the mother country
to the people of New South Wales, and
after paying this 6d. per head, after con-
trlbutmg to this little gra.tmty involved
in sending a small contingent to the forces
in South Africa, we should still have 18s.
per head left. I know what will be said.
‘We have been told in these debates before
that it is the duty of the mother country

Second night,
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to maintain her army and navy for the
sake of her trade—to protect her trade.
I have always thought that there were
two ends to trade-—that the buyer was
benefited, and that the seller was bene-
fited. There is no law of which I know
which compels us to sell any of our pro-
duce in British territory. We are free to
send it to any part of theearth. We can
take it to Germany, America, or to Russia.
‘We only take it to Great Britain because
we have there a ready market, and be-
cause she pays us the best price. If it be
beneficial to Great Britain to protect our
commerce, it must be equally beneficial to
us to protect it. I find that the over-sea
trade per head of the population of Great
Britain amounts to £18 14s. 3d., whilst the
oversea trade of the population of New
South Wales per head amounts to £31 18s.
5d.,yet wecontribute 64d. per head fornaval
defence, while the people of Great Britain
contribute 12s, 5d. per head, we having
doublethe amountof ocean-bornetradethat
they have. Let us take a further glance at
the facts. If GreatBritain had a monopoly
of our trade, there might be some reason
for the argument that she should contri-
bute a greater proportion of the cost of
protecting that trade by weans of the
British navy; but, as a matter of fact,
while our trade with the United Kingdom
last year—our exports and imports over
sea-borne—amounted to £15,500,000, our
import and export trade to foreign coun-
tries amounted to nearly £14,000,000.
Surely if that is held to be a reason why
Great Britain should pay the cost of the
defence of this trade by having her fleet
in our waters, and by protecting British
commerce wherever it may be, ought we
not to look to Germany, to France, and to
the United States to contribute? The
United States alone had half as much trade
with us last year as had the British Ew-
pire; but we do not expect the United
States to pay a share of the cost of de-
fending that trade. It is unreasonable,
unmanly, and cowardly for the people of
this country to continue to pocket the
proceeds from land sales and land occupa-
tion, and to allow the hardly-taxed people
of the mother country to continue to pay
the burden of our defence. It is cowardly,
it is'a disgrace to our manhood, that we
should continuetodo so. Whenwe are asked
to contribute a paltry sum of £30,000, we
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find hon. members saying that we have no
right to spend this money—that we have
no right to put this country to the cost of
a pint of beer per man, 6d. per head, or.
if the thing lasts for twelve months, 1s.
per head. Not a farthing of it comes out
of our pockets; every farthing will come
out of the sale of the Crown lands of this
colony, an absolutely free gift to us from
the mother country. I cannotunderstand
the heart, T do not know the nature of
the blood, of the man who would attempt
to refuse this quota for national defence.
It is not really the Boer whom it is neces-
sary to conquer. We know already that
other nations are ready to spring at the
throat of Great Britain,and that we should
soon have them on our foreshores. Do
you think that if France and Germany
found us in a crippled state they would
allow us,’a handful of people, to retain
possession of this one-eighteenth of God’s
earth? They would say, “ Why should
we not have a share of it? Had not our
explorers as much to do with the discovery
of Australia asbad those of Great Britain?
‘Why not annex the Northern Territory ¢’
What is to prevent it ¢ The only way to
prevent it is to strengthen the bonds of
the empire. Let us, therefore, as one man
resist the enemies of Britainas though they
were landing on the foreshores of Sydney
Harbour. The best way to defend this coun-
try is to doso at a distance. The best policy
istokeep theenemy outof curownterritory.
Do not let us wait until they come to our
doors. That is a policy this Government
will act wisely in following. I hope the
Premier and the Government will see the
wisdom of not sending the artillery, but
will send two units of infantry, with a
few extra men—lancers—to complete that
unit. I hope they will send them away
well equipped, and give them all that is
necessary, so that the British Government
will not have to pay the hard-earned taxa-
tion of the British people, which is wrung
like blood from the poor, to pay the cost
of our undertaking, while we are reaping
such a princely fortune from the land—
that free gift of the mother country. The
Premier is reported in the Sydney Morn-
ing Herald, and in the Star, to have said
last night that the cost of the Soudan
expedition was £700,000. I took the
trouble, through the librarian, to inquire
at the Treasury this afternoon, and the
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officials there gave me these figures:—
Instead of £700,000, £123,664 was the
actual net cost

An Hox. MeMBER : The Premier said
£200,000!

Amendment proposed.

Mr. ASHTON (Goulburh) [8:26]: It
did not require any great power of pro-
phecy to foretell the attitude which the
hon. member who has just concluded his
speech would adopt on this question, since
that occasion which is well within the re-
collection of every hon. member in this
Chamber when the hon. member for Phil-
lip Division, in his place in this House,
expressed during the fiscal debate the re-
gret that the constitutional arrangements
of this country necessitated the settlement
of such a question as that by legislative
means instead of permitting each indivi-
dual protectionist to take a battle-axe and
bathe himself in the blood of the hated
men who occupied the benches on your
right. We knew that it was so bred into
this hon. gentleman that it was only neces-
sary for him to smell blood, even at a dis-
tance of 10,000 miles, for him to positively
writhe with a desire to participate in the
slaughter.

Mr. CopELaND : I am the best natured
man in this House !

Mr. ASHTON : I know the hon. gentle-
man is. No one in the House has a greater
respect and admiration for this bulldog
quality of the hon. member than I have,
and it is very difficult to reconcile this
characteristic of extreme bloodthirstiness
with the general amiability of the hon.
gentleman’s character. 1T prefer to judge
him not by the concluding portion of his
speech, but by the opening sentences in
which I think he revealed his true nature.
He said he regretted this war, bitterly re-
gretted that any such thing as war should
take placeat all, and he looked forward to
the time when all these disputes would be
settled by arbitration. But before he got
to the conclusion of his speech he told us
that it was the best thing in the world
that the American war took place, the best
thingin the world that racial war afterracial
war had taken place, leading, as it did

Mr. CopELAND : Otherwise the world
would never have had civilisation !

Mr. ASHTON : Leading as it did to
the survival of the fittest. It seems to
me that in both of these sets of views,

5a
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representing the true opinions of the hon.
member, the only system of arbitration he
would be satisfied with would be one in
which Great Britain was the umpire on
every particular occasion. I am not going
to waste words to-night in asseverating my
loyalty to the British Empire. Every
man in this Chamber is known so well to
every other man in the Chamber that I
suppose no one entertains any doubt what-
ever as to the loyalty of the individual
members of this Parliament. And those
who talk loudly are apt to forget in what
true loyalty consists, . Did anyone ques-
tion the loyalty of the Right Hon. W. E.
Gladstone? Does anybody question the -
loyalty to-day of such a man as Herbert
Spencer, or Mr. John Morley? May not
the truest loyalty be evidenced by a long
life of service to one’s country in raising
and ameliorating the conditions of the
people at home, and not seeking to fight
unrighteous quarrels abroad ¢ 1t is not
necessarily a test of loyalty that we should
follow in the footsteps of the hon. member
who has just concluded his speech, and
say that for a man to be loyal he must
thirst for the shedding of his fellow-crea-
ture’s blood. That is not my detinition
of loyalty; it is no oue’s definition of
loyalty. The docrine has been preached,
not-so much in here as outside, that it is
no part of the duty of members of this
Parliament to discuss the question of the
merits of the quarrel between Great
Britain and the Boers. From that pro-
position I entirely and emphatically dis-
sent. The question that must meet us
when we come to consider the matter is,
is the empire in danger? Is the objective
of the war upon which the mother coun-
try has engaged an attempt to assist the
weak ? Those are questions which we, as
self-governing colonies, are bound to ask
ourselves in connection with such a pro-
posal as this, and if the answer to both
those questions is in the negative, as in
my judgment, and in this case, it is em-
phatically in the negative, I take up the
same position that was taken up in con-
nection with a different matter in this
country by the late Sir Henry Parkes,
and I say that the conduct of each self-
governing colony must be determined by
that consideration. I will say a word or
two upon that aspect of the matter later.
‘We had a speech last night from theright

: Second night.
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hon. gentleman at the head of the Oppo-
sition party, which opened with a com-
plaint levelled against the Prime Minister
that he had not brought. this question for-
ward in a manner adequate and suited to
its importance. That may be so. The
Prime Minister rested his case—and he
possibly touched the strongest point when
he did so—simply on this contention, that
it was necessary for the unity of the em-
pire to be proclaimed ; and as all the other
colonies had taken steps towards this end,
it was only proper that New South Wales
should do the same. I say that the right
hon. gentleman who complained of the
" terms of the Prime Minister’s speech, did
so in that he said that the hon. gentle-
man’s treatment of the question was not
suited to its importance and seriousness,
T appeal to the House as to whether that
right hon, gentleman did not drag the
question down into the very mire. He
questioned the loyalty—seriously ques-
tioned the loyalty—of those who thought
it right to oppose this movement, and he
said that such opposition came from a
spurious and rotten democracy. Since I
have been in this House, I have never
heard a speech compressed into two hours
which contained more gross misrepresen-
tations of fact, and betrayed a more com-
plete ignorance of the subject in hand,
than was given evidence of by the hon.
gentleman’s speech last night. He re-
peated a statement he made in the Town
Hall the previous evening, that if the
position taken up by the Boers had been
that they had declined to admit the people
of any other race into their country, that
would be a position which he could have
respected ; and when he was reminded
last night, in one of the numerous
interjections which beset him, that in
both the 1881 and 1884 conventions,
there were clauses which made it absolutely
incumbent upon the Boers to give free in-
gress to every nationality under the sun,
with the exception of natives, and give
them a free right to carry on any business
and any form of commerce, the hon. gen-
tleman’s rejoinder was that the Boers
should then have resisted that proposal.
An answer of that kind, I repeat, betrays
a complete ignorance of the whole history
of the Transvaal Republic. It should not
be necessary in this Chamber, at this stage,
to state the @ b ¢ of this question. But
[Mr. Ashton.
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when we find a right hon. gentleman, &
member of her Majesty’s Privy Council,
who is naturally looked up.to as a leader
of political thought, especially on national
questions—when we find a gentleman oc-
cupying a position so high ag that betray-
ing such a gross ignorance of: the facts, it
may be pardonable if one-or two words
are said on.the ¢ b ¢ of the question.
What was the position? The Boers origi:
nally formed part of the Dutch settlement
in South Africa. Early in this century
Cape Colony was ceded to the British
Government. The present Transvaalers,
who had chafed under the government of
the Dutch company, chafed still more under
the government of the British.

Mr. Nortox: Would the hon. gentle:
man -allow me, as he is going to give the
@ b ¢ of the matter

‘Mr. SPEAKER: Order !

Mr. NortoN: I am asking the hon.
gentleman a question !

Mr.SpEaKER: That cannot be permitted.
Suppose every hon. member desired to put
a question? The hon. gentleman can speak
and give any information he desires.

Mr. Norron: I am very pleased to
hear, Mr. Speaker, that you intend to put
the practice down, absolutely.

Mr. ASHTON : 1 am not going to fol
low this out in detail. All that I say is
that the Boers formed part of the Dutch
settlement. They trekked, as every one
knows, and under the provisions of the
Sand River Convention they were given by
the British Government complete powers
and complete independence. Immediately
after that independence was given the
Transvaalers did what the hon. member
says they should have done—they passed
laws which had as their object the keeping
out of other races, and that is quoted by
the anti-Boer party as one of the acts of
maladministration on the part of the
Transvaalers. Everyone knows that the
British Government put an end to that
Sand River Convention by annexing the
Transvaal, and the annexation was full
and complete. I say that one of the al-
leged grievances which the British Go-
vernment had against the Transvaalers at
that time was their attitude towards the
other races. The annexation took place
and the country was restored, as we all
know, after the annexation, by the Glad-
stone Government. It was restored under




T'roops for.

the terms of the 1881 convention, which
contained the provision to which I now
refer, namely, that every nationality in
the world should have.the right of free
ingress into the Boer country, and should
have the right to carry on any form of
business which they were disposed to carry
on. It was a matter of give and take, and
at the direction of the British Govern-
ment those terms were accepted. It is
within the memory of most of us how the
independence of the Boers was restored.
It was taken away from the Boers in this
way. A representative of the British Con-
servative Government was sent up to the
Transvaal with instructions to annex the
country if it were desired by a majority of
the Boers. That is to say, owing to native
wars, the condition of the Transvaal had
become somewhat parlous, and the exter-
nal operations of the Transvaal towards
the natives was assumed by the British
Government to constitute a menace to the
British communities. On a distinct in-
struction the representative of the British
Government who went to the Transvaal
was to effect the annexation if a majority
of the Boers desired it. The annexation was
effected. Immediately after that act was
carried out, a petition, signed by 80 per
cent. of the Boers was presented to the
English Government, protestingagainst the
annexation. It was followed almost im-
mediately afterwards by the rebellion.
That rebellion was put an end to by the
action of Mr. Gladstone when he restored,
on the terms of the 1881 convention, the
independence of the Transvaal. One of
the best answers that could be given, both
to the leader of the Opposition and the
hon. member for Phillip Division. aretheob-
servations made by the Right Hon. Joseph
Chamberlain, who was then a member of
the government of the day. By way of
justification of the restoration of the in-
dependence of the Boers he said :

As soon as the Government became acquainted
with the true feeling of the Boers, as soon as it
became manifest that to conciliate them any-
thing that fell short of absolute independence
was impossible, then the restoration of their in-
dependence was absolutely called for by a regard
to our treaties and engagements and the honor
of our country. Under the circumstances which
he had described, to have continued to maintain
the annexation wounld have beenan act which he
could only describe in terms which had been

applied by a high authority to a different subject
as an act of force, fraud, and folly.
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These were the views of Mr. Chamberlain
when he was a member of the Gladstone
Government which restored the indepen-
dence of the Transvaal. Wr. Gladstone’s
defence of the matter was that the stop-
page of the war, for which he was so gener-
ally blamed, was a question of saving the
country from sheer blood-guiltiness. That
1881 convention was carried out by the
British Government with one reservation
~—which was strongly objected to by the
Volksraad; but inasmuch as it had been
signed’ by the representatives of the two
countries, the British Government said it
was impossible to alter the terms of that.
convention until it had been formally rati-
fied and the value of its provisions tested
in actual working. That reservation and:
the implied promise which was involved-
in it was fulfilled three years after when,
owing chiefly to the objections of the Dutch:
to a clause providing for the suzerain
power of Great Britain, the 1884 conven-
tion was substituted for the 1881 conven-
tion, in which every reference to the
suzerain power was omitted.

Mr. Cook : But complete independence
was not given to them!

Mr. ASHTON : If the hon. member
means that the Boers had no power to enter:
into treaties with foreign powers, I concede-
it ; but if the hon. gentleman means to con-
tend that independence in the matter of”
local self-government was not conceded to-
the Boers, I deny it. As I concede the-
statement made so freely here that we are
not in the best position to understand all
the details affecting the merits of this.
question, I do not desire that my ipse diwit.
on such an important matter should be
accepted. I quote Mr. Chamberlain. In
a despatch to Sir Hercules Robinson, after
the Jameson raid, Mr. Chamberlain wrote
this :

Since the convention of 1884, Her Majesty’s
Government have recognised the South African
Republic is a free and independent government
as regards all its invernal affairs not touched by
that convention.

He desires the chartered company to note

that the South African Republic is a foreign
state with which Her Majesty is at peace and
in treaty relations.
On the 13th February, 1896, in the
House of Commons, he said this, and its
importance at the present juncture cannot
be over-stated :

We had explicitly repudiated any right of in.
terferencein the internal affairs of the Transvaal.

Second night.
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The other quotation has been already
given by the hon. member for Lang Divi-

sion, and it deals with the same question.
Mr. Chamberlain said :

A war in South Africa would be one of the
most serious wars that could be possibly waged.
It would be a long war, a bitter war, and a
costly war ; and, as I have already pointed out,
I believe generations would hardly be able to
blot out the memory of it. To go to war with
President Kruger, to enforce upon him reforms
in the internal affairs of a state in which sec-
retaries of state, sitting in their place here,
have repudiated all right of interferencé, would
be a course of action which would be immoral.

‘When he refers to the position taken up
by secretaries of state, it must be remem-
bered that Mr. Lowther was Under Sec-
retary of State for the Colonies in the go-
vernment that carried out the annexation
of the Transvaal, and in justifying the
annexation of the Transvaal on the ground
that its external policy particularly to-
wards the natives constituted a menace to
the well-being of the British communities
- of South Africa, he said :

To make the internal misgovernment of that
state a pretext for intervening and acquiring
territory for political influence would have been

a most unjust policy, and would have consti-
tuted a grave international crime,

No doubt it was to that statement that
Mr. Chamberlain referred when he made
his observation that it would be immoral
on the part of the British Government to
interfere with an independent state like
the Transvaal, on the ground that its
internal administration was not what it
ought to be.

Mr. Cooxk :

Mr. Nortox : I call your attention, sir,
to the disorderly interjection of the hon.
member for Hartley. I am continually
called to order in this House, and I call
your attention to the continual interrup-
tions of the hon. member for Hartley.
I ask that the same treatment be dealt
out to him that is dealt out to me.

Mr. Cook : I submit thatT have made
no more interjections during the speech
of the hon. member for Goulburn than
have been made by other hon. members,
including the hon. member for North-
umberland. I do think you should pre-
vent the hon. member for Northumberland
from jumping to his feet constantly in the
disorderly way in which he is doing.

~ [Mr. Ashton.
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Mr. SeeakEr: I do not think the hon.
member has any right to tell me what I
ought to do. Although the hon. member
for Northumberland has been guilty of
continuous interruptions, the hon. member
for Hartley has interjected two or three
I stopped the hon. member for
Northumberland from directly putting a

"question to an hon. member who was

addressing the House, and I pointed out
to him that if that right were conceded to
him, and the same demand were made by
every other hon. member, it would be
absolutely impossible to carry on business
There are interjections and interruptions
which it is not always expedient to notice;
but when there is continual interruption
to one speaker from one quarter, I feel
bound to stop it. I do not think the hon.
member for Hartley has been guilty of that
to-night, although he has interrupted two
or three times.

Mr. Cooxk : They have only assisted the
debate !

Mr. Speaker : They ought not to be
made.

Mr. ASHTON : So far as I have been
able to follow the controversy which has
attended this difficulty, I have not seen
any allegation that the interference with
the Transvaalers has taken place as to any
part of the external policy of the Trans-
vaal. It is purely on the ground that the
internal administration of the Transvaal
calls for interference. T contend strongly
that every question of that kind that may
be raised must be governed by the terms of
the 1884 convention. There are two or
three clauses which deal specifically with
the questions now engaging attention.

Article 7 of that convention says :

No person who has remained loyal to her
Majesty during the late disturbances shall
suffer any molestation by reason of his loyalty,
or be liableto any prosecution orcivil action ; and
any such persons shall have full liberty to reside
in the country, with the enjoyment of civil
rights and protection for their persons and

property.

A question has been raised as to whether
the phrase “civil rights” comprehends
political rights. I believe that the balance
of opinion is that it does not comprehend
political rights; but we must bear this in
mind, that that clause deals only with
those persons who were engaged in the
Transvaal prior to the rebellion. Article
14 of the convention is the one which
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governs the relations of the foreign in-
habitants of the Transvaal generally. It
says:

All persons other than natives conforming

themselves to the laws of the South African
Republic—
We cannot attach too much importance
to these words—laws which the republic,
as constituted at the time of entering into
. this convention, carried out by their duly
appointed representatives.

All persons other than natives conforming
themselves to the laws of the South African
Republic will have full liberty, with their
families, to enter, travel, or reside, in any part
of the South African Republic. They will be
entitled to hire or possess houses, manufactories,
warehouses, shops, and premises. They may
carry on their commerce, either in person or by
any agents they may think fit to employ. They
will not be subject inrespect of their persons or
property, or in respect of their commerce or in-
dustry to any taxes, whether general or local,
other than those which are, or may be, imposed
upon citizens of the Transvaal.

Hon. MeMBERS : Hear, hear !

Mr. ASHTON : I do not understand
what thoseevidentlysatirical ‘“hear, hears,”
are meant to convey. If they are meant
to convey the assertion that there has been
any breach of the treaty in those respects,
my reply is, first, that I deny it, and
secondly, that I declare that in no par-
ticular has there been any complaint on
the part of Sir Alfred Milner in that re-
spect. There has been no contention that
- there is inequality of taxation. There is
a complaint that there is a dynamite mono-
poly.

An "Ho~. MEMBER : And other mono-
polies !

Mr. ASHTON : There may be other
monopolies. I believe that there is a
drink monopoly ; but there is also a drink
monopoly in the colony of New South
‘Wales, and there is a drink monopoly of
colossal proportions in the United King-
dom. On the subject of the dynamite
monopoly, can anyone seriously urge that
it is a ground for a resort to arms? Has
not New South Wales a perfect right,
which no one can interdict, to levy a
royalty upon her gold %—and if the rans-
vaalers wished, instead of or in addition
to the levying of a royalty upon gold, to
raise money by a dynamite monopoly, is
that a matter for the interference of an
outside power? However mistaken from
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an economic point of view such a monopoly
may be, it is established by the clear and
unmistakable exercise of the right of self-
government. We have come to a pretty
pass in pressing our hatred and our envy
of the Boers to the uttermost extent if we
would seriously contend that the existence
of a dynamite monopoly justifies a resort
to arms! As a matter of fact, all the
great and small objections, whether real
orimaginary, whichhavebeenurgedagainst
the Transvaal Government have been abro-
gated by the representative of Great Britain
in the demand for a liberalisation of the
franchise, or, to put it more accurately, for
a reduction of the period preceding natu-
ralisation. The whole question lies there
in a nutshell, and the position of the
Transvaal Republic may be put by means
of a very simple parallel. Suppose the
colony of New South Wales were a free
and independent state, and had within its
borders an industry which exercised a par-
ticular charm and attraction to, say, the
Russians, who came here and continued
to come in such numbers until they out-
numbered or threatened to outnumber the
local population of British descent, and
then made a demand for equal political
rights in order that they might take the
work of governing the country out of our
hands; that would be a parallel of the posi-
tion in the Transvaal to-day. I think few
people dispute that that is the position,
disguise it as they may. Differ as we may
upon the question, should Great Britain
push them all out of the way, we must
admit that the demand that has been made
upon the Transvaal by the British Govern-
ment goes right down to the root of the in-
dependence of that state. They are asked
to choose between two things, and in being
given that choice, they are placed between
the devil and the deep sea. They must
either have their independence taken from
them by force of arms, or they must submit
to a system which will permit of it being
taken from them by slow constitutional
process. That is their alternative.

Mr. MacpovaLp: How would that argu-
ment apply in South Africa to the Afri-
canders ¢

Mr. WiLLis : It has put a traitor there
in the position of prime minister !

Mr. Nortox: I call your attention,
Mr. Speaker, to these continued interrup-
tions !

Second night.
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Mr. ASHTON : The first answer to the
pertinent question of the hon. member for
Coonamble, to which 1 take no exception,
is that the difficulty which now besets the
Transvaal Republic is one which can beset
only a small independent state ; in the
nature of things it could not arise in con-
nection with a big empire. But to go a
step further in answering the question, let
us consider this: We know that the Dutch
in Cape Colony outnumber the British
there by two to ome. Suppose that they
exercised their right of self-government to
convert Cape Colony into another Dutch
republic, what would happen ¢ Such action
would only be the affirmation of the prin-
ciple of government by majority, but would
it be tolerated by the British Government ?

Mr. K1op: You could not prevent it,
because they have got the franchise there !

Mr, ASHTON : It could not be pre-
vented except by force of arms. Buteven
if the desire to do such a thing existed,
the mere fact that the whole power of the
British Empire was there to prevent it,
and would inevitably be used to that end,
is the best check upon disloyalty to the
British Empire if, as is alleged, it exists.
I have not the slightest hesitation in
saying that the Boers, however much they
may be interfering with the convenience
and the interests of Great Britain, are in
this matter doing only what every man in
this Chamber, and in New South Wales,
would do under similar circumstances.
That is the answer to the hon. member.
‘We have it, upon the authority of more
than one secretary of state, that it would
be immoral and a grave international crime
to interfere with the internal administra-
tion of an independent state. Suppose it
were not, what becomes of national inde-
pendence in any respect whatever ¢ Ifthe
_contention of Great Britain is one that
should be conceded—if,as soonasforeigners
bave been attracted to a state in such
numbers that they outnumber the original
population, they should be naturalised and
be given full and free political rights—
what becomes of the independence of small
states? Conquest, under such a system,
would be easy. There would be no need
for recourse to arms; all that would be
necessary would be to encourage immigra-
tion to a country,and then it could be taken
possession of by constitutional means.
The reductio ad absurdum of the proposi-

[Mr Ashton,

[ASSEMBLY.]

South Africa.

tion is that the Asiatic races would be
entitled constitutionally, without any pro-
test by those belonging to the civilised
parts of the world, to enter into unques-
tioned possession of every corner of the
civilised world. If we are ready to press
our national rights against other nations,
short of an appeal to arms, and if the
doctrine laid down by the hon. member for
Phillip Division that there is to be no
concern of meum ef fuwm in this and in
other matters, but everything is to be
determined by the battle-axe and the
Maxim gun, we plunge into chaos at once.
If we are not to go back to that condition
of things, we must recognise the rights of
the Transvaal in this matter. I may be
utterly wrong, but if I am wrong, I errin
the best of company. I am qulte content
to err on tie side of humanity in company
with such wmen as Gladstone, Herbert
Spencer, and John Morley. I have the
greatest sympathy, notwithstanding the
terms in which she was referred to to-
night by the hon. member for Phillip
Division, for the position which Miss Olive
Schreiner has held upon this great question.
It is because I take that view that I re-
gard this war as a wrongful war. To put
1t in the plainest of plain terms—which I
shall not hesitate to do—1I believe that it
is the wickedest war of modern times. I
believe that the franchise question is not
a bond fide grievance. 1 do not believe
that the great majority of the Uitlanders
have gone to the Transvaal to stay. I be-
lieve that if they had to submit to the
rule of the South African Republic they
would hesitate before they cast off their
allegiance to their mother country; and
that must always be a condition precedent
to naturalisation in a foreign state, Sir
Alfred Milner stated positively in his
despatch that, paradoxical as it appeared,
the only way to save British subjects was
to enable them to cease to be British
subjects. If the franchise is the real
root of the difficulty, if it has not been
put forward to cover up something else
—some object which it is not pohtnc to
disclose, whether it be for the advantage
of the British Empire or not—why do
not we hear something of it from other
Uitlanders ¢ There are many citizens
of the United States of America in the
Transvaal, and they, I assume, value their
political rights just as dearly as do the
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members of the British Empire. “Why,
then, have we heard no statements of their
grievances in connection with the fran-
chise? Why has President Kruger ap-
pealed to the President of the United
States to act as arbitrator in this matter ?
Is he a likely person to be singled out for
such an important duty if the franchise
grievance were the real and not only the
nominal grievance in connection with this
matter? Why is it that the British sub-
ject only is the one who is complaining of
disabilities ¢ I am afraid, sir, that this is
not a war which has been made by the
people of England ; T am afraid itisa war
which has been chiefly made by that party
amongst whom Mr. Rhodes exercises a
controlling influence. An hon. member
asks me why the people of England sup-
port it? I have not the slightest doubt
that this proposal of the Government will
be carried in this House. I have very
little doubt that it will meet with the
approval of the great majority of New
South Wales, and for this simple and
natural reason that whenever the interests
of the empire or the racial question is
raised, nine out of ten men who cannot be
expected to go into every abstruse point
in a great and complicated question will
naturally sympathise with their own race.
That is the answer to the hon. member,
and I think it is a fair answer.

Mr. Ewine : Can the hon. member tell
me this: Why do the home Govern-
ment

Mr. Spesaken: Order!

Mr. ASHTON : An hon. member asks
me- :
Mr. Nortox : He will keep order as 1
do'!

Mr. ASHTON : The hon. member asks
me why the whole of the Liberal party of
England have coincided with the action
taken by the Government? In the first
place that is not correct. The whole of
the Liberal party of England have not
coincided with the Government’s action. A
-proportion of the members of the Liberal
party, if past utterances can count for
anything, are against the action of the
Government in this matter. To be per-
fectly fair to the hon. member, T am quite
free to admit that now that the countries
shave come to war, a great many members
«of the Liberal party have deemed it proper
policy that England should present a
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united front. The question we have to
consider-—and\no more important question
can be raised in this House or in this
country—is whether we are as much bound
by the action of the British Government
as the members of the British Parliament
are!

An Hox, MEMBER: Yes, we are!

Mr. ASHTON : If it be true that when
the British Government engages on a war
these colonies must, without any discri-
mination, without any consideration of the
merits of the quarrel, of the policy of the
war, take part in it, then we enter upon a
stage of national life in this country which
no one, up to thepresent, has ever dreamed
of.

Mr. Quiny: Must we not

Mr. Norrox : Chair!

Mr. Quinn: Must we not suffer by a
war the empire is engaged in?

Mr. Nortox: Mr. Speaker, I rise ‘to
order, and call your attention to the fact
than the hon. member for Bligh Division
is now doing exactly what you distinctly
prohibited me from deing. To assist you,
Mr. Speaker, in keeping order I call your
attention to his conduct, and I claim the
same rule for him as is applied to me.

Mr. Quiny: I am very sorry, sir, if I
have transgressed the orders of this House;
but I think you will acquit me of doing it
frequently. The question I asked was
asked with a view to the fuller elucidation
of that particular point by the hon. mem-
ber who .is speaking. I think, sir, you
will admit that it was a legitimate inter-
ruption.

Mr. Speaggr : There are interruptions
which ought not to be tolerated, and those
are continual interruptions. There are
some hon. members who seem to think it is
theirduty tointerrupteverybody ; but there

are other members who only occasionally

interrupt, and I certainly am not going,
unless it is persisted in, to interfere with
such interruptions.

Mr. Norroy: I will only do it occa-
sionally !

Myr. SPEAKER : At the same time, these
interruptions ought not to be made. The
hon. member for Bligh Division will have
an opportunity to speak by-and-by if he
thinks proper, and every hon. member in
addressing the House, under our own
standing order, is entitled to be heard
without interruption. :

Second night.
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Mr. ASHTON: I would rather welcome
the hon. member s question,if I maybe per-
mitted to say so, than otherwise, and I am
sorry that the hon. member did not have a
better opportunity of putting it explicitly
in order that I might have caught its full
meaning. A question put by a very per-
sistent member, the hon. member for
Hartley, was also an exceedingly pertinent
question. He asked what I meant by
“must.” What I meant by “must” ought
to be plain. It has been contended
throughout this debate, and outside that
becaunse the mother country is engaged in
war, we are bound not to question the
merits of that war, but to send aid as an
affirmation of the Joyalty and unity of the
empire! Now that doctrine carries with
it compulsion. It is not the duty of the

colony to send troops to participate in any-

war in which the mother country likes to
engage. That is a matter within the dis-
cretion of the colony. The colony, as a
colony, is in precisely the position of an
individual as a volunteer. In matters per-
taining to individual volunteering, the
questions which first present themselves
to men’s minds are, is this a war which
has as its object the maintenance of the
empire, is it a war which seeks to repel
aggressions, which aims at pulling down
the empire, or is it a war which has as its
object the assistance of the weak ? These
are the questions which should present
themselves to every individual volunteer,
and according to whether he can answer
those questions affirmatively or negatively
so should he decide for himself whether
or not he should take part in the war.
These are the considerations which should
animate a self-governing colony, and
it is because I hold these views that I
say it will make for an infinitely better
result if we choose a better time for
asserting the unity of the empire than at
present. It is essentially a question for
us to consider whether or not this is a
just quarrel, and we may be most loyal to
the interests of the empire if we abstain
from taking part in the quarrel ; and if we
manifest our disapproval of that quarrel,
we may be most loyal to the interests of
the empire by taking that course. I have
referred to the question of the morality of
this war, and T have quoted on the sub-
Jject two secretaries of state, of whom Mr.
Chamberlain is one, who both denounce
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interference with the internal adminis-
tration of the Transvaal as an ‘immoral
act and an international crime,

Mr. CopeLAND : Under different circume
stances

Mr. ASHTON : Not under different
circumstances.

Mr. Sawers : Why should not the hon.
member be.guided by his opinion now ?

Mr. ASHTON : Because his opinion
does not commend itself to my judgment.

Mr. CoPELAND :

Mr. Norrox : Chair !

Mr. ASHTON : I honor the hon. mem-
bér’s opinion when it commends itself to
my good judgment, but not at other times.

Mr. FeErcUsON : That is the hon. mem-
ber’s standard !

Mr. ASHTON : It is everybody’s
standard. I have quoted from the con-
vention, and referred to the grievances
which have been alleged against the Go-
vernment of the Transvaal, to show, as
far as T can show, that it is not contended
that there is a legal ground for inter-
ference with the Transvaal. One of the
most serious aspects of this question, in
my judgment, is the political aspect. I
believe this quarrel will end in a racial
war in South Africa, and that means, I
believe, the holding of that country in
military subjection. The political conse-
quences of that, and the possible conse-
quences to the empire, can hardly be
estimated. I believe that this war is
a mistaken one from every point of view,
and for that reason, as I have no other
means of showing my disapproval of it,
I intend to vote against the despatch of
troops. I admit fully the force of the
argument which has been employed in
this debate and outside, that there is
an exceedingly inconvenient aspect about
New South Wales standing aside when
the other colonies are manifesting in a
more or less practical form their loyalty
to the empire. I admit the awkward-
ness of that aspect, and I recognise that
taking up such a position as that is liable
to misconstruction.  Personally, I am so
determined not to give countenance, as
far as T can avoid it, to this enterprise
that I am prepared to take that risk. I
believe that New Scuth Wales if dis-
posed could manifest her loyalty in a no.
less unmistakable manner, and no less
practical manner, if she applied the money
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she proposes to spend in sending this con-
tingent to South Africa to a fund for the
relief of widows and orphans.

Mr. Crick : It is the same thing!

Mr. ASHTON : Does one need to sym-
pathise with a war in order to assist the
women and children who are left desolate
by that war?

An Hox. MeuMBEr: It is offering a
premium to fight !

Mr. ASHTON : That is hair-splitting
of the finest character. I might be just
as strongly opposed to the Boers as the
hon. member for Phillip Division is; but
Iam perfectly certain that the hon. member
for Phillip Division would not decline to
contribute to a fund for the relief of the
widows and orphans of the Boers after
the war., Then what becomes of such an
observation as that we are offering a
premium for war by establishing such a
fund? 1 say that it would relieve us of
the inconvenient aspect of the question
which has been argued so strongly by some
hon. members, and it would be applying
money to an infinitely more practical end
than that to which it is now proposed to
apply it, and would thereby bring about
infinitely better results. I do not pro-
pose to move an amendment to that effect ;
I believe it would be premature. It is
within the bounds of possibility that such
a fund may not be needed ; but I say it
would be an exceedingly good course for
the colony to adopt, a course that would
be divested of a great deal of the theatri-
calness; but at the same time of a great
deal of the blood-thirstiness which sur-
round the course which has been taken in
other quarters.

Mr. CoprerLaND : Those sentiments did
not build up the British Empire !

Mr. ASHTON : I am quite prepared to
admit that. But at present I prefer to
accept thatside of the hon. member which
believes in the substitution of arbitration,
and not the bloodthirsty side of him,
which, I think, is not the best side. I
believe that that would be a tangible and
practical form of manifesting the loyalty
of the colony of New South Wales, and our
sympathy with those who fell in the war,
I am not prepared to send the troops; I
am prepared to take the course that I have
indicated, and I submit the proposal to the
House, not.for the purpose of putting it
in the form of an amendment, but simply
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because I say that there are other means
of manifesting the loyalty of the colony
than that proposed by the Government.
Mr. COOK (Hartley) [9-24]: I have
listened with very great pleasure indeed
to the speech of the hon. member, and I
recognise that he has made by far the
weightiest contribution to this debate from
his standpoint. There can be no doubt
about the question. The hon. member has
put a case which needs answering, and I
say at once that I do not quarrel with his
logic at all; T simply dispute his facts.
Running through the whole of the hon.
member’s speech has been an assumption
which T do not think is warranted by the
facts of the,case. He assumed all through
his speech that the Transvaal was ab-
solutely independent of the mother coun-
try. That is the crucial point of the
whole question. If the Transvaal is inde-
pendent in every particular ; if England
is to be regarded as a foreign power, as
foreign, for instance, as Russia, then I
admit that the hon. member’s logic is
sound ; but if it be not a fact that it is
an independent country ; if it be a fact
that the Transvaal is not independent of
England, as Russia is, I say it completely
cuts away the ground of the hon. mem-
ber’s argument. The hon. member put
the whole case in a nutshell when he said
that from his point of view English in-
terference in the Transvaal was no more
justified than Russian interference would
be here. This raises the whole question
as to whether there is a power exercised
by England under treaty of paramountcy
or suzerainty, whichever we like to call it.
¢« Paramountcy ” is the word they use in
the old country, and, by-the-by, I have not
heard a single Liberal leadersay anything to
the contrary but that this power does exist,
and is active to-day. Even John Morley
has never said anything to the contrary.
On the other hand, all Liberal authorities
in the old country have advised the
Boers to recognise this, to recognise the
superiority of England in regard to the
Transvaal, and to recognise her supreme
authority. That is what the term implies.
If it be a fact that such authority is in
existence, I say that the hon. member for
Goulburn has been arguing all through on
wrong premises. No speaker here to-night
has approached the subject but has ad-
mitted that there are very great grievances

Second night.
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to redress in the Transvaal ; but the -tenor
of the debate so far has been that if people
in the Transvaal donot like it they should
leave. The tenor of the debate has been
that the Transvaal belongs to President
Kruger and his tribe. If that is so, and
it is all a matter of fact, then they are
right in saying that these Uitlanders should
submit to whatever conditions they impose.
But I say the whole question again is:
Is it a fact that England has any power
in the Transvaal under a treaty as we
know it to exist, or has she not? The
question is, as put by the hon. member for
Goulburn in his illustration: Has Eng-
land any more to do with the Transvaal
than Russia has to do with New South
Wales? Now, that is a matter of fact that
can be tested, and the way to test it is, it
seems to me, to refer to the terms of the
treaty itself. Article 4 of the convention
deals with this very question. The hon.
member for Goulburn avoided quoting that
article. He quoted a number of others,
dealing with the civil powers of the Boers
and bearing upon the civil rights of the
Uitlanders, but he did not quote this,
which is the key to the whole position. It
is as follows :—

The South African Republic will conclude
no treaty or engagement with any state or nation
other than the Orange Free State or with any
native tribe to the eastward or westward of the
republic until the same has been approved by
her Majesty the Queen,

Mr. AsgTOoN : Will the hon. member
permit me? I thought I was careful to
point out that I confined my contention to
this—that there was no right to interfere
with the internal administration. T freely
admit the right of Great Britain to inter-
fere with external matters affecting the
Transvaal.

Mr. COOK : I take it that the greater
includes the less. Is there any sense or
reason in a treaty which makes the very
existence of a nation itself subject to the
power and will of another nation, making
any arrangements as to internal govern-
ment save such as are subject to the nation
which has power tointerfere with the very
existence of the state ! Doesnot the hon.
member see that it is the easiest thing in
the world to conceive of a treaty with a
foreign nation vital to the integrity of the
Dutch republic? The making of that
treaty may be all the same objectionable
to England, and yet England under this
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very treaty has power to step in and ;pre-
vent it, the existence of the state being
vitally concerned. England has power,
according to this treaty, to prevent the
state of the Transvaal from doing things
vital to its integrity, to its very existence,
and it is a mere quibble to say that she
has no right to interfere with the Trans-
vaal internally. That I think is the way
in which the hon. member begins to get
confused in his argument. His facts are
wrong, and therefore his conclusions upon
them must be wrong too. As bearing upon
the rights and wrongs of this question, the
hon. member also was careful to ask why
it was that no complaint came from Uit-
landers other than the British Uitlanders.
There is a simple answer to that, and it
liesin the fact that 80 per cent. of the
total Uitlanders are British Ulitlanders.
May I remind the hon, member that there
is a cause which does not favour his side
of the argument why these other Uitlanders
have not been so persistent in appealing
to their own governments? Itisa matter
of notorious fact that President Kruger
himself has been intriguing with these
other countries against Great Britain
throughout the whole business, and that,
perhaps, is one of the gravest charges
which Great Britain may make against
President Kruger in the whole contro-
versy. Here is Great Britain exercising
this power of preventing the Transvaal
from making treaties with other nations,
yet while that power exists in black and
white, President Kruger has, time and
again, sought to make treaties with other
powers.

Mr. Arrour GRIFFITH: Would the
hon. member give us an example ; an as-
sertion like that is of no use !

Mr. COOK : No one but the hon. mem-
ber wants an example. Does he deny
that President Kruger has sent a minister
to Germany for the purpose of asking
their active intervention in case of trouble?

Mr. Arraur Grirrire: That is not
making a treaty !

Mr..COOX : It is very much worse. Is
it not known that he sent a special envoy
to America to try and get something there
to his own advantage, as distinet from the
advantage of the British Government—in
antagonism to the British Government ?

Mr. Hormax: To ask for -friendly in-
tervention !
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Mr. COOK : No such thing Tt was a

sinister intervention, which must be re-
membered side by side with President
Kruger's statement that he is fighting all
the while for the independence of the re-
public. That is his point. President
Kruger does not say that he is content
with independence within the limits pre-
scribed by this treaty. He tells us again
and again that he wants to be rid of English
interference ; that he wants to be inde-
pendent of the British Government alto-
gether. There is only one way of doing
that. Before that can be done the treaty
must be abrogated. There must be another
convention to alter the terms of the treaty,
or it must be ignored by both sides. So
long as it is in existence, the relations of
the Transvaal to England are very differ-
ent from the relations of Russia to the
Australian colonies at the present time,
That is where the hon. member makes a
serious mistake in arguing this question,
arguing it ably though he does. He ignores
the terms of this convention, which gives
England the power to strike at the very
very root of the existence of the Transvaal
Government. If that be so—and I take
it that we cannot get away from the terms
of this treaty—then there are other articles
in this treaty which seem to me to touch
on this question of the civil rights of the
Uitlanders. For instance, article 14 goes
on to say that they

will not be subject in respect of their persons -

and property, or in respect of their commerce or
industry, to any tax, whether general or local,
other than those which are or may be imposed
upon citizens of the said republic.

I say that the spirit of that article has been
torn to tatters many times during the re-
cent internal government of the Transvaal.
Thedynamitemonopoly need only benamed.
A very succinet account of all the disabili-
ties under which the British labour in
South Africa was admirably given in the
quotation of the hon. member for Phillip
Division. He truly said that such dis-
abilities would not be tolerated for twenty-
four hours in this country. My point is
this, that the interference of the English
Government at the present time is the
alternative to a severe internal war ; that
is to say, a revolution or a civil war. As
surely as the Ulitlanders exist there would
be civil war if the matter were not settled
.in the way in which it is proposed to
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settle'it. Now T hope that those of us
who feel impelled to vote for this motion
may be given as much credit for sincerity
as is given to those who are opposed to it.
The Government say nothing about the mo-
tives and sincerity of other hon. members.

Mr. TroMAS.: The hon. member’s leader
called it a spurious, rotten democracy !

Mr. COOK : He did not make the asser-
tion which the hon. member says he made.

Mr. Tromas: I heard him!

Mr. COOX : The words were used, but
not in the way in which the hon. member
quotes them. But it is of no use to bandy
words in this Chamber. We should con-
fine ourselves to the consideration of the.
justice or otherwise of the motion. The
disabilities under which the Uitlanders
labour have been described fully again and
again. The disabilities of the Uitlanders
have been proclaimed very persistently.

Mr. HoLyan : What are they !

Mr. COOK : Is the hon. member seri-
ous? Does he know of no disabilities on
the part of the Uitlanders?

Mr. Horuaw: I want to know if the
hon. member knows of any !

Mr. COOK : I am afraid it is no use
wasting further time over that aspect of
the matter, when the hon. member tells
us that the Uitlanders have no abuses to
complain of. This is a good way to test
the matter. There are 20,000 or 100,000
Uitlanders in the Transvaal Republic, all
of whom I take it are, on the average, as
reasonable-minded men as we English
colonists are. Would it be possible for
this war to be undertaken in a colony like
ours, with nothing to provokeit? Would
such a condition of things be possible with-

.out the slightest basis in the shape of

grievances? Is it possible that things
could have been brought to their present
position without the slightest complaint
of any kind from anyone? I know what
hon. members who take up that extreme
position say. They say it is on account
of the syndicators and shareholders. All
the syndicators and shareholders in the
world could not create a condition of things
like that in this colony, and it is the worst
possible tribute to the sense of the Ulit-
landers to imagine that such a state of
things could occur in the Transvaal. We
must suppose that the Uitlanders are
nothing more nor less than fools.

An Hox. Meuser: They are not that !

Second night.
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Mr. COOK : But that must be the case
if they are harried into a war of this
description, and compelled to leave the
country as refugees, when they have no
reason to complain of their treatment by
the Government. Is it likely, when they
are doing well, that they would throw up
their occupations, leave their homes, and
take their families with them, all for the
sake of a'few capitalists # The statement
is a monstrous one, on the face of it, and
the reason given is totally inadequate to
account for these dire occurrences. The
cause lies deeper than that. The people
have real grievances. It is not the case
of one big grievance, such as the dyna-
mite monopoly ; as in nearly ecvery other
quarrel, there are many grievances which
have been going on for a long time, and
it is the occurrence of fresh grievances
from time to time which may account for
the different result in Mr. Chamberlain’s
judgment. We are told that in the year
1896 Mr. Chamberlain condemned as im-
possible a war of this description. Hon.
members believed him then. They will
not believe anything he says now about
the righteousness of this war, but they
believed him then. He was telling the
truth then. I suppose he is not telling
the truth now, but trying to cloak some-
thing over.

An Hox. MEeuser : He could not be
telling the truth on both occasions !

Mr. COOK : I think he could.
condition of things in the Transvaal has
altered a good deal simce 1896. The
present crisis has been growing during the
past three years by a process of steady
progression, and while a man might have
been justified in 1896 in believing that
war was impossible, he might, in 1899,
fairly conclude that war is abundantly
justified. There is the fact that 90,000
or 100,000 people are suffering from dis-
abilities, not in a foreign country, but in
a country which England has made pos-
sible from every standpoint, a country
which England has maintained and pre-
vented from being wiped out altogether—
I mean as to the Dutch possession—a,
country as to which there is a distinct
relation of paramountcy as evidenced by
the treaty. When British subjects in a
county like that are treated in the way
these people have been treated by the
Boers there is abundant ground for inter-
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ference. 1 admit the case would be
different if we were dealing with a foreign
country—a country as foreign, for in-
stance, as Russia—but we are dealing
with a country from which England has
never let loose its hold, and over which it
possesses rights by treaty in black and
white, signed by Kruger on behalf of the
Dutch people.

Mr. AsaTon: Mr. Chamberlain repudi-
ated any liability as to the internal affairs
of the Transvaal, and if that was true in
1896 it is true to-day !

Mr. COOK : Mr. Chamberlain made
that declaration with a reservation. When
he spoke those words he assumed that all
the other articles of the convention would
be obeyed in the spirit and in the letter.
Mr, Chamberlain says now, that the bond
hasbeen broken, and, therefore, the obliga-
tion to abstain from interference no longer
exists. There is one other point to which
I should like to refer. The hon. member
for Lang Division said that our attitude
on this occasion is that of assisting a big
bully to oppress a weak antagonist—that
we ought not to assist Great Britain in
acting the bully. The assumption in all
these statements is that we are something

distinet and separate from Great Britain,

that we are not the same people, and do
not belong to the same empire. I utterly
repudiate any such suggestion as that. I
say that any obligation of the empire is
our obligation. Every duty of the empire
is our duty ; every advantage of the em-
pire is ours ; every privilege possessed by
the empire is ours too.

Mr. AsaToN : We have no voice in the
making of wars !

Mr. COOK: Why! Not because we
are in any way inferior, but from the
point of view of expediency, because it
would be impossible for us at this distance
to have any voice.

An Hon. MEeMBER: It is because we
are a self-governing people !

Mr. COOK : Nothing of the kind. Our
being a self-governing people does not de-
bar us from interfering with the affairs of
the empire. It has been conceded in the
old country, time and again, that it would
be to the advantage of the empire if we
could have representation in London, but
that has seemed to be impracticable ; we
are too far away, and it is not convenient.
It is from no constitutional principle at
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all“but it is the merest matter of expedi-
ency. What lies at the bottom of the
matter is this: that the Government at
home can do our foreign business for us
better than we can do it ourselves. I ven-
ture to say that in this war Great Britain
is fighting infinitely more for Australia
than for England. Our men are in the
Transvaal. The sturdiest miners of those

fields are Australian. miners; it is they,

who complain, too.

Mr. ArTHUR GRIFFITH: I heard one
of them say that they would prefer to be
governed by the Boers than by the mine-
owners.

Mr. COOK ‘Whilst the hon. member
has heard that, I bave heard exactly the
contrary. I was talking a short time ago
to a man who came from there. He was
a good man, too—a miner—and was ready
to take up his gun at any moment. Judg-
ing from the disabilities under which he
had to suffer, the individual statement of
the hon. member does not count for much.
The hon. member wants some particular
grievance airing. The hon. member has
heard a grievance to-night from the hon.
member for Phillip Division. Let him
attack that if he wishes. It was a very
ably stated grievance, too.

Mr. HayNEs: And thoroughly under-
done !

Mr. COOK : I do not wish to discuss
that with the hon. member. The hon.
member might condescend, at least, to let
us alone.

Mr. HayNes : A conservative like the
hon. member wants to be left alone !

Mr. COOK : I claim that in supporting
the motion I am asking for the same
privileges for my countrymen which I
enjoy for myself. If that.is conservatism
I am a conservative. I am asking for
these privileges at the urgent request of
those who have lived here by my side, and
who have gone, taking their all with
them, and have made their homes there,
and who are now politely told by some
people that they ought to clear out if they
are not satisfied. No question enters into
their suggestion as to their ability to clear
out. It seems a light thing that they
should be told to break up their homes
and “trek ” if they do not like what they
have gone to. The question which we
must get back to all the time is this: Is
the Transvaal a foreign power to England?
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Mr. ArtrUur GRIFFITH: Chamberlain
says it is!

Mr. COOK : Mr. Chamberlain says noth-
ing of the kind. Perhaps we might as well
hear what Mr. Chamberlain in the Queen’s
speech does say. His latest utterance is
as follows :—

The position of my subjects in the South

African Republic is inconsistent with the pro-
mises of equal treatment on which my grant of
internal independence to that republic was
founded, and the unrest caused thereby is a
constant source of danger to the peace and pros-
perity of my dominions in South Africa.
That is what Mr. Chamberlain says. He
says the treaty has been broken. Thatis
his latest utterance, and it is of no use
quoting any other. I think, in a discus-
sion of this character, we should do very
much better if we kept to arguments in-
stead of bandying abusive epithets about
the Chamber. For instance, the hon.
member for Lang Division described what
has been said on the Opposition side of
the House to-night as hogwash. He had
a gibe at the late Premier’s eyeglass; he
spoke of our fellow-countrymen in the
Transvaal as aliens.

Mr. ArTHUR GRIFFITH: They are ahens
there, of course !

Mr. COOK : The hon. member hoped
that one member of this House would go
to the front and be shot. Of course, that
is his way of joking. He described the
war as a contemptible and monstrous one,
urged on by a handful of speculators. He
said it was a filibustering expedition, and
he went on to instance some of the little
wars in which England had been engaged.
The hon. member made a lengthy refer-
ence to the American war. The hon.
member looks upon that war as a little one.
I callit a huge, gigantic struggle. The hon,
member referred to it as one of the
memorable wars in which England had
been engaged, and in which she came out
second best. What was the reason why
the American people fought so persist-
ently and determinedly for their inde-
pendence ?

Mr. ArrHUR GRIFFITH : For the same
reason as the Boers are fighting for theirs!

Mr. COOK : For the same privileges as
the Uitlanders are asking for now. Eng-
land was oppressing them as the Boers are
oppressing the Uitlanders to-day.

Mr. MacpoNaLp: The DBritish were
taxing their tea!

Second night.
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Mr. COOK : Every article which comes
into the use of the Uitlanders in their
daily toil is taxed.

Mr. ARTHUR GRIFFITH :

Mr. SpeaRER : The hon. member must
keep order. He has been interruping
during the whole course of the hon. mem-
ber’s speech

Mr. ArtrUR GRIFFITH: The whole. of
my interruptions have been relevant !

Mr. SpeakEeR : That doesnot.make them
less disorderly.

Mr. COOK : There is an exact parallel
between the Uitlanders of to-day and the
Americans at the time they fought for
their independence. They threw off the
yoke of the English Government, because
it was thought to be oppressive, just as
‘the Ulitlanders are protesting -against the
oppressive yoke of the Boers to-day. The
American people were under the direct
control and government, and were part
and ‘parcel, so to speak, of Great Britain,
whereas the Boers are not the same
dominant masters of the situation as the
English were on that occasion. There-
fore, instead of fighting them as the
Americans fought England, the Uitlanders
appeal to their countrymen outside. They
say, “enforce the treaty rights, enforce the
spirit of the treaty.” I say that if the
spirit of that treaty were in operation in
South Africa to-day there would not be a
single complaint among the Uitlanders,
except the ordinary complaints which are
made everywhere. It is obvious that the
treaty has been violated again and again,
in spirit, in intent, and in letter,. and
that is why the Uitlanders are protesting.
It is because the spirit of the trcaty has
been broken, because equality of civil rights
has not been conceded to the Uitlanders,
that they take up the position which they
do to-day. What attitude ought we. to
take in this country with respect to this
question? It seems to me we ought.to
consider the sentiments which were uttered
by the Attorney-General last night. I
entirely agree with the hon. member for
Goulburn,that noman whodoesnotbelieve
in the righteousness of this war, ought to
sanction it. I have no sort of sympathy
with the statement of the Attorney-
General, who told us last night that he
had no sympathy with the attitude of the
home Government in relation to the Boers.
I bave no sympathy with the:man who
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supports the proposal for armed interven-
tion, and who at the same time does not
believe .in the justice of doing so. The
question of justice comes into the purview
of the consideration of the whole of this
matter, If I were in the position of the
Attorney-General I would not have sat in
my placein the Cabinet and have arranged
a system of armed intervention against

people whom I believed to be in the right.

‘This is an hon, member who goes prating
about the country with regard to the
delicacy of responsibility as applied to
government. One feature of this Gov-
ernment, he said, was to be the possession
of power with responsibility. Here isa man
prating like that before the public of the
country who deliberately takes a course
in the Cabinet which he believes to be
against his best judgment and against the
dictates of his conscience. His position
is outside the Cabinet immediately he
realises that fact. I can understand a man

- surrendering his own opinions concerning

this or-that bill affecting some part of our
civil rights in the internal government of
the country. Government by cabinet can
only be carried on by mutual concession of
opinion on the part of members entering
into that arrangement. But when it
becomes a question of the integrity of the
empire, as it is here, it is a very different
matter ; when it means, as this un-
doubtedly does logically mean, that we
pledge our country and our pockets to the
last shilling and to the last man, the ques-
tion is a wmuch wider one. Let no man
blink the logic of it. This proposal means
that if we send troops, and if England calls
for more, we shall keep on sending as long
as England does. If thatis the position—
and the question affects our integrity as a
colony—if it affects the fountain of our
very existence, surely that is a matter on
which a man ought not to surrender his
opinion as to what is right and what is
wrong. I was amazed last night to hear
this declaration of the Attorney-General
that he assisted to frame all these estimates
as-to the cost and so on, and that while he
agreed to armed intervention, yet looking
at the matter in its own intrinsic sub-
stance, he did not believe it was a righteous
war. I remember when some time ago a.
very different condition of things existed
in England. I remember when the Indian
Empire was. menaced by Russia, John
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Bright, who has been quoted here, was in
the Gladstone Government. Did he stop in
the Cabinét, asthe hon. member for Ashfield
hasdone? No;hewalkedoutofthe Cabinet.
He said he would not give his consent to
sanction a war which he believed to be an
unrighteous one. He did not necessarily
go outside and object, and: impede the
course of the Government, but he said that
in his conscience he did not approve of this
war policy, and he refused to remain in the
Government. Why did hedoso? Because
the question of peace and war is the most
vital of all to a people who value their
independence and freedom. I should have
preferred the Government to have taken a
very different attitude upon this question.
I think that the speech of the hon. member
at the head of the Government yesterday
was a very sorry. one in many respects.
‘We have the Premier; who is the executive
power, who has to give force and shape to
this policy, getting up in the House and
solemnly assuring us that he is loyal to
the empire. I wondered if it needed this
declaration from the hon. member, made
in cold blood, and made to this House
deliberately as if he were making it in
some private circle to men who never
knew him before, or his opinions. He de-
clarved to the House that he and his col-
leagues were loyal to the empire,. and
would do what they could, if need-be, to
preserve its dignity and independence.

Mr. Ferauson: The leader of the Opposi-
tion occupied two hours in saying the same
thing ! A

Mr. ArTEUR GRIFFITH: And heshowed
a deeper ignorance of the matter than the
Premier!

Mr. COOK:: I suppose the reason of
that' was that the Premier said nothing.
He said nothing as to the rights or wrongs
of the question. He never attempted to
justify the proposal. He merely submitted
the scheme of the Government, and told
us to deal with it. I do not object to the
head of the Government being sensitive to
the opinions of this House. I think it is
a position which the Premier can rightly
take up when he yields as far-as possible
to what he believes to be the temper of
Parliament. But, on the other hand, we
have his Attorney-General saying that this
Government, for the first time in many
years, is going to act with a keen sense of
responsibility in all its operations and in
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its executive functions. Therefore, we
might have expected that the Attorney-
General would not consent to -any scheme
coming before the House except one which
was cut-and-dried. We might imagine,
after what he had been saying at Ashtield,
that he would come forward and ask the
House to give him £30,000, as Sir George
Turner asked his Parliament to do, and
telling the House that they must give him
the money, with an absolutely free hand
in the disposal of it. That is what I
would have expected from the Attorney-
General. No; he talks of responsibility
as applied to executive functions: by the
hour when he is outside, but it seems to
me that he does not respect it at all in‘his
place at the Cabinet table and in the Ex-
ecutive chamber. There is reason to com-
plain of a want of definiteness in the atti-
tude of the Government on this question.
I have much more to say, but as the-hour
is late, and other hon. members wish to
debate the question, I shall content'myself
with what I have already said. No man
can feel more bitterly regretful than I do
in regard to this war, but under the cir-
cumstances I cannot see how the colony
can recede from its position of friendly
sympathy towards the home Government
in its conduct of these operations, without
sacrificing everything in the shape of dig-
nity and propriety. I believe that every
other colony will take part in this war,
and we cannot remain behind simply be-
cause we do not know exactly all  the
rights and wrongs of the question. I
admit that we ought to have a very de-
finite opinion on this subject before enter-
ing into the quarrel, but we must gather
that opinion, I take it, from treaty rights
quite as much as from hearsay and from
what we read in the newspapers. If it
can be shown that England has no right
to interfere with the Transvaal, and that
the Transvaal is as independent of her as
Australia is of Russia, I have nothing
more to say ; but I claim that the treaties
show that her Majesty’s Government have
reserved to themselves their right of inter-
ference at any time they might think
necessary to secure fair play for the Queen’s
subjects. I believe that the treaties give
them the right to prevent the Transvaal
from doing what within recent years she
has tried half a dozen times to do, to
make treaties” with other powers against

Second night.
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the will and without the concurrence of
Great Britain, and this right of inter-
ference also being guaranteed by treaty,
the grievances of the Uitlanders make a
very strong claim for interference.

Mr. HOLMAN (Grenfell) [10-13]: I
must plead guilty to having on two or
three occasions during the evening been
betrayed into interjections which I am
aware were disorderly, and which I have
no doubt were unwelcome to those in pos-
session of the floor ; but I think I may
allege in extenuation that every one of
those interjections was animated by a very
real anxiety, an anxiety shared by nearly
all those who hold the opinions which I
have risen to support, to ascertain if pos-
sible what are the facts, or the alleged
facts, upon which the intervention of Aus-
tralia in the South African trouble is pro-
posed. We have had the spectacle of
three representatives of responsible states-
manship in this colony standing one after
another at the corner of the table and ad-
dressing themselves to the question before
the House at, I would almost say, intoler-
able length ; but though they dealt with
it from, I imagine, every standpoint that
represented itself to their minds as desir-
able and advantageous, not one of them
produced anything but vague denuncia-
tion of the backwardness, the ignorance,
and the turpitude of the Boers.

Mr. Cook : I deny that statement so
far as I am concerned !

Mr. HOLMAN : I would make an ex-
ception in the hon. member’s favour. I
admit that he, to some extent, broke
through the rules set by his predecessors,
and endeavoured, however feebly, to bring
back the debate into the region of ascer-
tained facts and treaty rights. But with
the exception of a few words here and
there in the hon. member’s speech, the
action advocated on that side of the House
is based upon the vaguest declamation and
the wost absolute uncertainty and ignor-
ance as to the situation in South Africa
to-day. We are asked to arm and equip
375 of our fellow-colonists, and to send
them to another country to shoot men
down. A very bitter responsibility will
rest upon the head of every man in this
Assembly if a single man is killed by our
action in sending away thid'contingent, and
it can be shown afterwards that we were
mistaken, and threw in our weight with
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the wrong side in an unjust and un-
righteousquarrel. Everyman in this House
has, therefore, a right to whatever infor-
mation may be in the possession of those
who urge the sending away of this con-
tingent. Hon. members ask us to sanction
this expedition ; but when we ask them
what are the breaches of the treaty to
which the hon, member for Hartley refers,
what are the grievances under which the
TUitlanders suffer, and what are the differ-
ences between the treatment meted out to
Uitlanders by the Boer Government and
the treatment meted out to other foreigners
by other civilised governments, we are met
with paltry allegations and shufflings. The
hon. member for Hartley asked me would
I assert that there were no grievances? I
say that there are no people in the world
who have no grievances, and I admit that
the Uitlanders have grievances. Their
grievances amount to this : that the Trans-
vaal Government refuses to permit the
Uitlander, the alien, the stranger within its
gates, to take any part in the political life of

, the country until he becomes naturalised.

But the grievance exists in full force in
our midst to-day. There are men in my
own electorate who, although they have
been in this country for fifteen years, have
never had a vote and never will have a
vote, no matter how long they may livein
the colony, or how industrious may be
their share in the work of the colony, un-
less they throw off their allegiance to their
native land and swear allegiance to the
Queen of Great Britain and Ireland. But
they do not want to do that, and, there-
fore, we, as a self-governing colony, re-
fuse to allow them the political rights that
we enjoy. The positiorn is the same in
the Transvaal. I agree with the right
hon. member for King Division that it
does not matter whether the Uitlanders
number 10 or 100,000, so far as the point
at issue is concerned. The franchise law
of the Transvaal is under the control of
the Transvaal authorities, and requires a
certain period of residence before natural-
isation. No man can be admitted a citizen
of the Transvaal until that condition is
complied with. Yet that is the only
grievance which has been urged with any
shadow of substantiation on behalf of the
discontented Uitlanders. What other
grievances are there? We are told that
they are taxed. I interjected, when the
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hon. ‘member for Hartley was speaking,
“ How much ?” I wanted to know what
were these burdens which were too griev-
ous to be borne, and to redress which 400
men must be sent from New South Wales,
to carry fire and sword through the coun-
try. But, apparently, the hon. member
did not know. He asked me if I denied
that the Uitlanders were taxed, and he
told me that the taxation was too notorious
to need pointing out by him. That is
what they all do. I have here a work
from which T shall, with permission, inflict
a short passage upon the House. Seeing
the absolute ignorance on every vital fact
in connection with this matter, which has
prevailed so far with every hon. member
who has supported the proposal, I think,
even at this late hour, these facts may not
altogether be thrown away.

Mr. Cook: Is the hon. member sure
that they are facts?

Mr. HOLMAN: Yes;and I will give
the authority in a moment :

In 1895 the Crown Reef Gold-mining Com-
pany produced gold worth upwards of £420,000,
and distributed nearly £97,000 in profits. Its
payments to the Government for rents, licenses,
and all other privileges and rights amounted to
£1,191 9s. 10d. In the same year the Robinson
Company, which had produced £651,000 in gold
and distributed £346,000 in dividends, paid to
the Government £395 11s, 8d. The New Chimes
Company, producing £93,000 in gold and dis-
tributing £32,000 in profits, paid under the head
of rates and licenses, together with insurance
premiums, £664 16s. 5d. The Transvaal Coal
Trust produced 266,945 tons of coal, and paid to
the Government, £53 15s., while the Consoli-
dated Land and Exploration Company, in which
the Ecksteins are the largest shareholders, and
which owns more than 250 farms of 6,000 acres
each, paid to the Government in the shape of
taxes, including absentee tax, no more than
£722 2s. 6d.

These are the total payments made by these
plundered associations, these men whom
we are asked to weep over, whose sweat,
whose enterprise has built up the bone
and sinew of this country, and who are
now being robbed by the associates of
Kruger and his gang.
Mr. Cook : Who says that !

Mr. HOLMAN : F. Reginald Statham,
a well-known press writer who has lived
upwards of twenty years in South Africa.
He is also author of a book called ¢ Blacks,
Boers, and British,” and is one of the best
informed men who have written on this
subject.

5u
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Mr. Coox : Does he assert that that is
the total amount that has been paid !

Mr. HOLMAN : By those companies.
Now we will take the question of indirect
taxation. We are asked by the hon.
member for Phillip Division to groan in
sympathy with the unhappy Uitlander,
who was taxed on the tools he used, and
the food he ate, and the clothing he wore,
in order that a corrupt and riotous govern-
ment might wallow in wanton luxury at
his expense. We were asked to deplore
the extraordinarily high tariff which was
put on by this government, and which it
is now the duty of New South Wales to
remove by force of arms. What is this
tariff? Here are the facts, which have
now been published for nearly two and a
half years by the writer of this book, and
which I, filled with an anxious desire
to acquaint myself with the literature of
the subject, have never seen contradicted
yet. If the hon. gentleman can find that
Mr. Chamberlain has anywhere contra-
dicted these statements let him or his col-
leagues show it to us. Here is the book
which awaits contradiction. What are
the figures? On butter the tax is 5s. per
100 1, in the Transvaal and in Cape
Colony 3d. per Ib., which is exactly five
times as much as is charged under Kruger.
On cheese the tax is 5s. per 100 . in the
Transvaal and 3d. per 1. in Cape Colony;
on coffee the tax is 2s. 6d. per 100 1. in
the Transvaal and 12s. 6d. per 100 . in
Cape Colony, once more five times as much.

Mr. Barrox: Can the hon. member say
whether a man who imports into the Trans-
vaal does not pay extra taxation on goods
which have already paid taxation in Cape
Colony ?

Mr. HOLMAN : Yes,if he imports them
over the Cape lines. There are lines run-
ning through Natal and the Portuguese
territory by which goods may he imported
into the Transvaal. T understand that
quite recently a system of drawbacks has
been established whereby a dweller in the
Transvaal bas to pay nothing, whickever
way his goods comein. Whether he pays it
or not the question is, who puts the tax on?
Supposing he does pay this additional taxa-
tion, owing to his goods having passed
through Cape Colony, we are not going to
take up arms to compel Cape Colony to
reduce their taxation. It is to the Trans-
vaal our efforts are to be directed. Soap, -

Second night.
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it may be interesting to know, is taxed at
4s. 2d. per 100 . in Cape Colony, and in
the Transvaal at 5s. per 100 Ib. Sugar is
taxed at a higher rate in Cape Colony than
in the Transvaal. Tt is taxed at 8d. per Ib.
in Cape Colony, and at 2s. 6d. per 100
. in the Transvaal. How is machinery
taxed ?

All machinery for mining purposes is subject

to only 1% per cent. import dues, the term
““machinery ” being stretched by the Govern-
ment to its uttermost possibilities to meet the
mining industry, and it is made to include sheet-
lead, cyanide, &c.
As regards the dynamite monopoly, the
difference is that, whereas in Cape Colony
dynamite can be obtained at 60s. per case,
it can be bought in the Transvaal for 90s.,
a differenice of 30s., which is taken up in
railway carriage and in taxation.

Mr. Cooxk : Fifty per cent. !

Mr. HOLMAN : Fifty per cent. for a
railway carriage of nearly 600 miles. I
mention these facts thuslate in the debate
to provide some basis for a discussion
which T submit has hitherto wandered on
with none ; which has suffered, so far as
our side is concerned, from an absolute
absence of facts, or allegation of facts, on
that side, and which bas apparently suf-
fered on that side from the fact that the
supporters of this proposal have absolutely
no knowledge of affairs in South Africa,
save that which can be gained from the
lying, distorting medium of the Johannes-
burg press. Unfortunately, it frequently
happens that the proposals of a govern-
ment are supported in their most blatant
and most bloodthirsty aspect by those whose
duty, one would imagine, would be to criti-
cise them, and that is the case here. I wish
to lay this statement of the case before the
House. Thisisa case,itis said,in whichit is
very difficult for us to obtain information.
That I admit. We are a long distance
away, and all the news trickles through
several channels before it reaches us. But
I would suggest to the reasonable men on
the other side who have not yet committed
themselves to this proposal that it may be
a fact that the news may become tainted
until what we see represents only in the
faintest possible degree the actual facts
with which we have to deal. I ask the
House to notice what happened about a
fortnight ago, when all New South Wales
was stirred to its depths by the appalling
" rumour of the purchase of cyanide by the
[Mr. Uolman.
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Boers with which to poison in thousands
either Uitlanders or their women. and
children, or Kaffirs, or other hapless and
unsuspecting victims of the incarnate fury
of the Kruger gang. To-day the cyanide
story is abandoned, and none is g0 poor
as to do it reverence. A little later the
story comes of the heartrending scenes
among refugees slowly getting away from
Johannesburg. There is nothing in that
description about the leaders of the reform
party sneaking out of Jobannesburg with
false beards or in women’s costume. But
we hear a great deal about the unhappy
women and children who were described
as starving in open trucks provided by the
brutality of the Boer Government, and
exposed to the insults and abuse of the
Boer population. Time passes by, and this
unhappy story of the refugees dies like
every other story that comes from that
source, and more exciting incidents come
to the front. Feeling having been stirred
up, it is no longer necessary to feed the
flames by tales of this description. Then
attempts are made to raise the passion of
indignation against the tactics of the men
who throw trains loaded with women
and children off the line, and carry on their
war, reckless of all the amenities of civil-
isation against defenceless persons. This
turns out also to be a lie, an absolute lie, in-
vented, I doubt not, as all the other stories
coming from that quarter have been, by
interested representatives of the little gang
of buccaneers who have been from the be-
ginning the head and front of all this
movement. The time has now come to
speak plainly, and to throw all the pre-
tence that this is an affair of the empire to
the winds. I do not know whether it is
necessary for me to say that I am loyal to
the empire. I happen to have been born
in England, and come of as solid and
patriotic English stock as the hon. mem-
ber for Phillip Division or the hon. mem-
ber for Hartley, and I say that T have
a profound respect for my own nation.
‘Whilst I am loyal to the empire, I see with
emotions of shame and indignation which I
can hardly express, the name and reputa-
tion of that empire being dragged in the
dust at the behest of a little gang of swin-
dling speculators on the Rand. 'We know
that this affair is no movement of the em-
pire at all. We know how the whole
trouble between the Dutch and the British
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races at the Cape has been stirred up since
that masterly and statesmanlike pacifica-
tion was brought about by the greatest
Englishman of the century. Every time
there has been a rift in the lute at Cape
Colony a revival of the old hatred between
the Dutch on the one side and the English
on the other—every time it has been pos-
sible to create trouble there at once we
trace the hand of Cecil Rhodes pulling the
string that sets everything in motion. I
say that he is the man at whose behest
we are now asked to send our gallant but
misguided men to fight in the Transvaal.

Mr. Haynes.: It 1s now reported that
£5,000 is offered for Rhodes’s head !

Mr. HOLMAN : Personally, I should
"be glad if £5,000 could be so well invested.
I say again that this is the position as it
presents itself to the minds of many of us.
I trust the House will bear with me whilst
I endeavour to deal with the matter with-
out running over the ground so admirably
traversed by the hon. member for Goul-
burn. Making a passing reference to that
hon. member’s speech, I wish I had, like
that hon. member, the judicial calmness
that would permit me to contemplate
these things in that serene and equable
frame of mind which he brings to bear on
the proceedings of the House. I must for
a minute ask the House to consider what
has happened since 1890. There is the
key to the situation. In 1887 gold was
discovered in the Rand, and an inrush of
Uitlanders commenced. In 1890 special
legislation was introduced in the Volks-
raad by Kruger to deal with the new
position of affairs. What did that legisla-
tion embrace? First, liberalisation of the
mining laws, so that the new-comers would
be well looked after. It embraced a pro-
posal for building railways, so that the
heavy freight which had to be paid to Cape
Colony could be dispensed with, and it
finally embraced legislation to effect the re-
duction of the term necessary for naturali-
sation, That wasin1890, whenthe amalga-
mationofthetworaces wasinrapid progress,
and when there was comparatively little
danger of any outbreak. A few months
later a change in the political affairs of
Cape Colony put Cecil Rhodes at the head
of the Government as administrator, and
there the Governor was Sir Henry Loch,
who was previously Governor of the adjoin-
ing colony of Victoria, but who was a
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weak and incapable administrator in the

troubled waters of South African politics.

And those two men between them, Rhodes

acting in the joint capacity of managing
director of the chartered company and Pre

mier of the colony, with the pliant tool,

Loch, in his hands, advanced steadily from

one intrigue to another, every one of which

had the object of ultimately obtaining the
Rand gold-field as a private property of the
company. What did they do when they
got a concession from Lobengula? The:
Dutch proposed to trek into the adjoining-
country, a country never under the con--
trol of Lobengula, and-establish a kind of
second republic, but they were met by the-
the Imperial administration under the

influence of Cecil Rhodes with the threat.
that such an expedition would be stopped

by armed force —an expedition into a.
country in no way under the protection of
Great Britain. Trouble came up in Swazi--
land. If the hon. member has the
effrontery to say that the Boers broke the

convention of 1884, let me ask does it.
not give the Boers the right to deal with

Swaziland according to their own lights ¥
One of the most solemn agreements ever

entered into by the Imperial Government
was deliberately broken within six years. '
of its being signed; it was thrown to-
the winds, and all the business of Swazi--
land was settled without regard to the
wishes of the Dutch republic after they had
had the assurance that their wishes would
be supreme. That was done under the -
influence of Cecil Rhodes. The Matabele
war was a step taken to influence the sale
of the chartered company’s stock. Things
were slack ; they wanted new territory,and
they could only get it by stirring up war.
They stirred up a war against the Mata-
bele by means of lying telegrams and des-
patches. They had a man there living in the
country. He lived in Buluwayo, so peace-
ful was the country and free from sugges-
tions of any attack upon the British settle-
ment that he lived in the Matabele country
—in Lobengula’s own kraal at Buluwayo.
He lived there, and from there sent out
day by day despatches to the order of the
Rhodes gang at Capetown, describing the
formation of Matabele iinpis and the
marching of regiments north and south.
These despatches were not published in
the local papers at Jobhannesburg or Cape-
town, where they might -have been criti-

Second night,
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cised ; but they were sent straight through,
without reaching any local centres, to the
columps of the London 7Ztmes and Stan-
dard. They worked up a feeling against
the Matabeles, and the suggestion was
conveyed to the English public that we
were Jeaving a handful of settlers to be
overwhelmed and crushed by the impend-
ing hordes of Matabeles, and that steps
must be taken imwmediately. The word
was given at last that the administrator
there, Dr. Jameson, could do whatever he
thought necessary to protect the interests
of white settlers, and that most infamous
war was entered upon immediately. To
complete the story, the messengers of Lo-
bengula sent to ask for an explanation, to
offer any terms, to ask what securities would
be demanded from them by the Cape Go-
vernment to save them from war. These
messengers, in defiance of the laws of
humanity and as well as of nations, were.
seized as prisouers and shot as spies. That
is a fact which no man can gainsay.

Mr. ArrHUR GRIFFITH : Suppose the
Boers had done a thing like that !

Mr. HOLMAN: They would be said
to have been guilty of an outrage, of which
‘we should never hear the last. This was
done under the direction of a man who
has been the evil genius of the Cape settle-
‘ment from the beginning. Let us follow
him in his further steps. Each step had
for its object the stirring up of feeling
-against the Dutch. We are told that the
native tribes were stirred up. I admit
that the evidence of that is a little less
«conclusive than is the evidence of other
matters; but finally the coping-stone was
put to this long series of offences by the
Jameson raid, an incident quite fresh in
the memory of all. Not one member of
this House can raise his voice in defence
of that most infamous attack upon a
friendly people, to whom Britain was then
tied by the strictest treaty obligations.
A little gang of filibusterers, of highway-
men—you can call them nothing else-—
headed by a wan, I admit, of considerable
parts and abilities, rode forth in the middle
of the night hoping to carry everything
before themw, and, finally to seize the gold-
fields, as had been tried before them.
This brings us to the question of Mr.
Chamberlain’s change of attitude in 1896.
He was a man who was detected in what, in
the eyes of the world, was a flagrant crime,
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All Europe was outraged and astounded.
Jameson and his companions were im-
prisoned ; but how did Chamberlain deal
with Rhodes, the instigator of the whole
affair? The hon. member for Hartley said
be preferred to take Mr. Chamberlain’s
latest word upon this question. I say
that Mr. Chamberlain is to-day a proved
accomplice in the whole crime, that he
himself was particeps criminis. That can-
not be denied, and his #psi dixit has no
more authority; as information than, and
is of similar value to, that of the least
informed of those hon. members who have
supported this proposal in this debate.
That is the position in which we find Mr.
Chamberlain. He said that by treaty
obligations in 1896 we divested ourselves
of all shadow of right to interfere with
the internal affairs of the Transvaal. Has
that been altered since? In no way.

Mr. Cook : He did not say that !

Mr. HOLMAN : The hon. member for
Goulburn read the quotation :

Her Majesty’s Government have recognised
the South African Republic as a free and in-
dependent government as regards all its internal
affairs touched by the convention.

Those are the words of Mr. Chamberlain.
Has there been any alteration since ?

Mr. Cook : Isthat all Mr. Chamberlain
said at that time?

Mr. HOLMAN : Did he say anything
in qualification of that

Mr. Cook : But is that all he said ?

Mr. HOLMAN : It is not. The hon.
member said that Mr. Chamberlain had a
reservation in his wind. This was the
reservation—that the convention should
be honorably fulfilled in spirit and letter
by the Dutch. I challenged the hon.
member while he was speaking to show
in what way the Dutch bad violated the
convention. The hon. member knows
that he cannot show it. When all has
been said, what does all this vague clamour
against Boer rule amount to? No overt
act has been charged against them. Sup-
pose they had broken the convention, it is
from the Dutch, and not from the Eng-
lish, that the offer to proceed to arbitra-
tion has.come. Suppose the hon. member
The
hon. member says I have broken it ; but
I hold a different view. I am prepared to
submit the matter to some independent
judgment. If I say thatif I have broken
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the agreement I will make him every re-
compense, what more can he ask for? That
is the position in which the Boer Govern-

ment are. The English Government say
they have broken the agreement. The
Boers say, ““Show us in what way.” The

Euglish say that they cannot show them;
but that the agreement having been
broken they will disregard it, and advahce
by force of arms.

Mr. Cook : I should like to say one
word !

Mr. Speaker: The hon. member has
no right to speak unless the hon. member
for Grenfell will give way to him.

Mr. Coox: T only wish to say that I
deny all the things the hon. member is
attributing to me. He is putting into my
mouth words I never used.

Mr. HOLMAN : I must confess I find
it is difficult to discover what hon. members
who supported the motion did say. The
majority have gone through a kind of pro-
cess of obtaining what information they
could while they were on their feet from the
interjections of critical listeners., The posi-
tion I want to put before the House is this:
If I misrepresent the hon. member for Lith-
gow he must accept my assurance that I
do so quite unintentionally, and I shall be
glad to be put right at once. The hon. mem-
ber assured us that he has based his sup-
port of this interference on the fact that
the Transvaal was not an independent or
foreign country. Against that we have
Mr. Chamberlain, whom the hon. member
quoted as his authority. What does he
say ! That ever since the Convention was
signed her Majesty’s Government had
recognised the South African Republic as
2 free and independent government, and
Cecil Rhodes, the Premier of Cape Colony,
was desired to note that the South Afri-
can Government was a foreign state,
That is in an official despatch. Heis to
note that the South.African Republic is a
foreign state with which her Majesty’s
Government is in treaty relations. The
hon. member says that the English Go-
vernment has a right of control over the
state’s external political relations, and
that, therefore, 1t must control its internal
affairs. Now the man who is driven into
such an unhappy sophism exposes the
wretched position of the case he is sup-
porting. The hon. member had the happi-
ness of being a member of the most long-
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lived Ministry in New South Wales.
While he was in that Cabinet it exercised
control over his external political relations.
Did it exercise any control over his inter-
nal relations? While he was in it did it con-
trol his actions as a man, as a householder,
as the father of a family ? Did it control
his internal affairs—the expenditure of his
money, or the employment of his leisure
time? The hon. gentleman knows it did
nothing of the kind ; and he knows that
In nations, as in individuals, the control
of externalrelationships has nothing what-
ever to do with the control or direction of
the internal functions of a state. Those
internal functions have been left entirely
to the independent control of the Boer
Government by the explicit words of the
1884 convention, and chief amongst those
functions is that of the naturalisation law.
On that point the Boer Government is
absolutely an independent state. It will
be admitted that there is no higher judicial
authority on this question than the Chief
Justice of England, who said : '
The position of the South African Republic is
determined by the two conventions of 1881 and
1884. The result is that under these conven-
tions the Queen’s Government recognises the
complete independence and autonomy of the
South African Republic, subject only to the re-
strictions of the convention of 1884 to the effect
that the South African Republic should have no
power to come iuto any treaties without this
country’s consent.
I ask whether the distorted ingenuity of
the hon. member for Hartley can get over
a declaration like that. The hon. gentle-
man is not in the legal profession ; for
Heaven’s sake let him confine himself to
the plainness and honesty which so credit-
ably distinguished him during his exercise
of ministerial capacity! Why should he,
under no obligation of any kind, seek to
wriggle and twist around a plain state-
ment of the case like that? The Uit-
lander then goes into a country which the
Chief Justice of England declares to be
an independent and autonomous country,
and he goes there at his own risk. He
goes there and submits himself to the con-
ditions, legal and physical, which are in
force there, and if every word which is
alleged to-night, in this vague and unsub-
stantial way, were founded upon a genuine
and undeniable fact, if the very ravings of
the maddest jingo in New South Wales
were true, and every grievance that has

Second night.



1466 Troops for
ever been imagined for the Uitlander were
a reality, the answer to it all would be
this—that the country is not a gaol, that
if & man does not like it he is free to leave
it to-morrow. An hon. gentleman says,
how can a man leave it? I say it is his
own affair.- When a man goes into another
country he goes there at his own will
Kruoger did not bring these men there ; he
did notinvite them there. The Dutch did
not want them to go there. They were
forced to let them go there by the superior
power of the British Empire. That pro-
vision was forced upon an unwilling re-
public, and the Uitlanders, being there,
are there entirely at their own risk.

Mr. Haynes: We will be hunting the
‘Russians out of Russia presently !

Mr., HOLMAN : It is a well-known
fact that at the bicycle works in Germany
there are many thousands of English arti-
sans employed. That is the case in certain
large cities in Germany where this is the
leadingindustry. Those men are foreigners
in a foreign country. They have to sub-
mit to the German law., They cannot
speak their own language in the courts;
they cannot have their own language used
in official documents. They have no votes.
‘Why does not the hon. gentleman propose
‘tosend 375 men to coerce the German Go-
vernment to grant the rights for these men
that are demanded on behalf of Uitlanders
from the Transvaal Government

Mr. Cooxk : Because they are not op-
pressed !

Mr. HOLMAN : That is not oppression
in Germany which is oppression in the
Transvaal.

That in the captain’s but a choleric word,

‘Which in the soldier is flat blasphemy.
That is not oppression in Germany, because
the Germans are too big, too formidable,
to be coerced. But with an insignificant
little state like the Transvaal every patriot
in the House, swelling into importance
with the jingo emotions which possess his
little'twopenny-halfpenny soul, feels called
upon in the interests of humanity and free-
dom to go to the relief of his oppressed
and down-trodden countrymen. There was
a time indeed when to belong to the Eng-
lish race and to fight under the En"hsh
flag was an honor.

An Hox. MEMBER : When was that !

Mr. HOLMAN : That was a time when
England stood up—as we were reminded
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with unnecessary detail last night by the
right hon. member for King Division—
and alone withstood in the interests of
freedom the might of conquering France.
In those days it was, perhaps, a fair thing
to say that England did stand up on be-
half of liberty and freedom. There was a
time when English statesmen and English
politicians did not fear—I will not say to
draw the sword—but, at all events, to
measure their forces with the proudest and
mightiestempiresonthe Continent. Within
this century England has been within
measurable distance of war with France,
when France was at its bhighest. It has
made war with Russia. It has exchanged
defiances with almost all the powers of
Europe. But to-day the English race has
fallen on a time when apparently the
utmost it can do is to bully weak and
struggling powers. England can threaten
a country like Venezuela ; it can send an
expedition into the Soudan. It can fight
the Zulu; and it can now, after a long
process of negotiation, finally draw the
sword against the Boer.

Mr. BartoN: Would the hon. member
mind telling us one thing—whether he
wants the Boers to win or the British

Mr. HOLMAN: I am not to be alarmed
at any question of that kind. Whilst
my country is fighting in a just cause I
hope I shall be as ready to support its
claims as any other member. But as T
believe from the bottom of my heart that
this is the most iniquitous, most immoral
war ever waged with any race, I hope
that England may be defeated.

Hox. MenBERS : Shame! Shame!

Mr. Norrton: Bunkum! Bunkum!

Mr. DEPUTY-SPEAKER : Order !

Mr. Norton : Am T to be singled out
and called to order when the hon. member
for Inverell is yelping like a rabid jingo
dingo ?

Mr. DEPUTY-SPEAKER :
sides to order.

Mr. HOLMAN : I say this

Mr. Storey : Withdraw that remark |

Mr. Eppen: I rise to order. Every
hon. member who has addressed the House
to-night has had full liberty of speech.
Mr. Speaker has threatened to hurl from
the Chamber any hon. member who dared
to interject, and now, on this side of the .
House, hon. gentlemen who ought to know
better are putting questions to the hon,
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member who ‘is.speaking, for the purpose
of -creating what I would term a sensa-
tion !

Mr. Barrox: Is this a question -of
order {
Mr. DEpuTY-SPEAKER : No; the ‘hon.

member is not stating a point of order.

Mr. Norrox: I rise to order !

Mr. EppEN : And I rise to a point of
order. The hon. member for Grenfell has
been shouted at by hon. members, who
have been grinning here like mopokes !

Mr. Norrox : I rise to a point of order,
and I do so in the interests of debate!

Mr. SueaTH : Irise to order. Is the
hon. member in order in

Mr. Norron : Mr. Deputy-Speaker, I
claim my privilege as a member of the
House. I claim my privilege and right to
raise a point of order !

Mr. DepUTY-SPEAKER : The hon. mem-
ber will please be seated for one moment.
The hon. member for Wilcannia has also
risen to a point of order.

Mr. Norrox : I rose prior-to the hon.
member for Wilcannia !

Mr. SLEATH : I rose to ask your ruling—

Mr. Norrox : I claim my privilege
inasmuch as I rose first ! i

Mr. Deputy-SpEaRER: Will the hLon.
member be seated for one moment.

[Mr. Speaker entered the Chamber.)]

Mr. Norton : Mr. Speaker, I wish to
state that I rose to & point of order, and
as I did so the hon. member for Wilcannia
rose and interrupted me as I was in -the
course of stating, and before I had time
to state it. If that be the fact—and I
am in the -hands of the House in regard
to the matter—I claim my privilege to
state my .point of order.

Mr. SLEATE : I do not see that there is
any-necessity for all this disturbance. I
rose quietly, without giving offence to
any one, and Mr. Deputy-Speaker called
me. I rose with the intention of seeing
whether we could not avoid the unneces-
sary disorder which had been going on for
some time, particularly on the part of the
hon. member for Northumberland. The
hon. member for Grenfell was speaking,
and the hon. member for Kahibah rose to
a point of order. Mr. Deputy-Speaker
asked the hon. member for Kahibah to be
seated, whereupon the hon. member for
Northumberland rose. The hon. member
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for Kahibah againirose, and went on to
state that certain hon. members had inter-
jected.  Mr. Deputy-Speaker, after hear-
ing the hon. member for Kahibah, declared
that there was no point of order. [Inter-
ruption.] If hon. members will only have

the decency and courtesy to observe the
rules of Parliament, and listen

Mr. StoreY : I do not think we should
have a speech of an hour’s duration from
the hon. member !

Mr. SueataE: I ask your protection,
Mr. Speaker. If T am to be insulted by
the hon. member for Randwick or any one
else I shall certainly assume a different
attitude from that which I have assumed.
I ask for your protection, Mr. Speaker,
and if I do not get it I shall be quite able
to protect myself.

Mr. SpeAkER: I should like to point
out that when an hon. member is address-
ing himself to a point of order, he is not
addressing the House at all; but he is
addressing the Speaker, and no hon. mem-
ber has a right to interject or interrupt
him.

Mr. StearH : When -the hon. member
for Kahibah resumed his seat  rose. Mr.
Deputy-Speaker declared that there was
no point.of order. The hon. member for
Grenfell again rose. I was called by Mr.
Deputy-Speaker, and before I had an op-
portunity of saying a word the hon. ' mem-
ber for Northumberland rose and dramati-
cally claimed his rights and privileges as a
member-of the House.

Mr. NorTox : Mr. Speaker, I was on my
feet at the time.

Mr. SpEARER: I shall have the hon.
member for Northumberland removed
from the Chamber if he interferes with the
hon. member for Wilcannia in his state-
ment.

Mr.J. C. LLFI1TZPATRICK:
Speaker

Mr. SpEARER : Order.

Mr. J. C. L. FirzpaTricK : That is very
unfair ! .

Mr. Speaxer: The hon. member will
resume his seat., The hon. member may
have his opinion about the matter ; but:he
must not express it to me. The hon. mem-
ber for Wilcannia is stating a point of
ovder, and he has a right to state it to me
and not to hon..members.

Mr, SteATH : T was called by Mr. De
puty-Speaker, and I was not allowed to

Second night.
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proceed any further than to say that I
rose to ask his ruling in reference to the

conduct of certain hon. members of the-

House. The hon. member for Northum-

berland and several others have during

the last hour—not in an ordinary tone of
voice, but in a continuous yell—been in-
terfering with the decorum and proper
carrying on of the work of the House. I
dg not wish to raise any frivolous objec-
tions ; but I do object to hon. members
being allowed by the force of sound to
drown the remarks other hon. members
may make.. I trust that if they insist in
disturbing the good order of the House,
you, Mr. Speaker, will see that other hon.
members, who are prepared to abide by
your rulings, are protected, and will have
the opportunity of hearing the discussions
as they proceed.

Mr. Norton : I have very few words to
say. If I am wrong, I shall bow to your
ruling, Mr. Speaker, immediately. I do
not suppose the hon. member for Wil-
cannia has intended ‘to wilfully misrepre-
sent the facts ; but I claim that he hasnot
placed them fairly before the Chair. I
rose, and audibly stated, “I rise to order.”
I had not uttered two words; I was not
permitted to state the nature of the point
of order, let alone to put it before the
Chair, when the hon. member for Wil-
cannia rose and persisted in obstructing
my privilege to rise to a point of order.
Those are the simple facts.

Mr. SpEakER : Had not the hon. mem-
ber for Wilcannia been called ¢

Mr. SiraTH: Yes.

Mr. EppeN: I do not know about that!

Mr. Norrox : He had not been called !

Mr. Stears: Mr. Deputy-Speaker called
me when I rose.

Mr. Horyan: The hon. member for
Northumberland was at my side, and as a
matter of fact, he rose twice. On the first
occasion he rose before the hon. member
for Wilcannia !

Mr. Speaker: The hon. member for
Wilcannia is wrong in stating that the hon.
member for Northumberland has been in-
terjecting for an hour. I only left the
Chamber at a quarter to 11 o’clock.

Mr. Sueatr: Well, Mr. Speaker, it
seemed to be a very long time.

Mr. SpEAKER : The hon. member would
think it was much longer if he were sitting
where I am. There is no necessity for
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these disturbances. The hon. member for
Grenfell has given expression to an opinion
which, perhaps, he ought not to have ex-
pressed here. It was, however, an opinion
of his own, and I do not see that any
point of order could apply to it. It may
have been indiscreet for the hon, member
to have used the language he has used.
It is, however, for him, of course, to answer
to the people who sent him here for using
it. I think the matter had better drop at
this point.

Mr. Norrox: May I, for my future
guidance, ask whether it is my privilege,
and the privilege of every other hon. mem-
ber, when he rises to a point of order, and
catches Mr. Speaker’s or Mr. Deputy-
Speaker’s eye, and is permitted, although
not actually called hy name, but having
the Speaker in full view and listening to
him as he proceeds—is it in order for any
other hon. member, before he has stated
his point of order, to rise to another point
of order ?

Mr. SpeaKER : The hon. member will
excuse me for saying that he is somewhat
impetuous. The hon. member has no right
to open his lips until he is called by the
Speaker or the Deputy-Speaker, As soon
as he is called by name by one or the
other, he has the right to speak. As I
have stated on previous occasions, there is
a tendency here for hon. members to jump
up and address the Chamber without wait-
ing to be called. They have no right to
do that. Of course, the hon. member for

Northumberland, or any other hon, mem--

ber raising a point of order, ought to be
heard at once, and the hon. member who
is addressing the Chamber must take his
seat when the point of order is raised.

Mcr. NorToN: By your permission, Mr.
Speaker, I desire to have my privilege,
and the privilege of other hon. members,
clearly defined. It istruethat Mr. Deputy-
Speaker requested me to take my seat for
a moment. Evidently that request implied
that he had designated me. He asked me
to sit down for a moment, and I did so.

Mr. SpEAKER: I think hon. members
will recognise that they ought to act as
reasonable men. Mr. Holman.

Mr. HOLMAN : I recognise that this
interruption arose out of an expression of
mine, and I think I am entitled to add
one more word. You, sir, were not in the
chair at the time that it took place ; but,

L
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- of course, it will be within the knowledge
of every hon. member that the proceed-
ings during the last few minutes have
been somewhat heated, and I may say that

I expressed myself in a manner which.

carried somewhat more than I altogether
intended. My anxiety is, and has been
all through this fight, that in this long
duel which has been taking place between
the independent burghers on the one hand
and the marauders of the chartered com-
pany on the other, that the Boers may
win. That has been my wish ever since
I have been capable of understanding the
morals of the case. That is the answer
which 1 give to the question of the hon.
member for Hastings—Macleay. Amongst
the remarkable reasons which have been
adduced in support of this proposal this
evening was one from the hon. member
. for Phillip Division to the effect that such
an expedition would be of the greatest
training value to the men who take part
in it. He is apparently under the im-
pression that it is our duty to take 300
or 400 picked men from our forces, to
send them to the Transvaal, and let
them shoot a few Boers like snipe, and
that they will come back all the better
men for the ‘experience. I submit that
if we are a body of reasonable men, and
if we have any power whatever of con-
sidering the rights of people outside our
own borders, there is not one of us who
has a right to consider this question in
so cold-blooded and inhumane a fashion
as has been indicated by the hon. member.
These men, we are told, are to be sent to
the Cape, and to be employed there to
shoot down men who, rightly or wrongly,
for anything they know, are defending
their own homes, men with whom they
have no quarrel, and with whom their
country has no quarrel. These men are
to act the part of what can only be des-
cribed as that of assassination in a cause
of which they know nothing. All thisis to
be done so that their musketry may be im-
proved, and it is to take theplace of somany
visits to the targets. Idonotknow thatthe
House has fallen to the level of indorsing
such a sentiment. If those are the feelings
of hon. gentlemen who are supporting this
proposal, I can only say that the ruin of an
empire, whose moral views have so far sunk
as to allow it to make an expedition of this
character actuated by such motives, is an
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event of the near future. The English
Ewpire has done much, and is undoubtedly
a large civilising factor. That is a fact
which we delight in, and which none of

usdeny. Butthe Englishman has no rights

in the world peculiar to himself. The
heaven-born Englishman is entirely an in-
vention of the jingo press. We are not
called upon to set right the other countries
of the world, and to instruct them in the
management of their affairs, and to dic-
tate to them in their own internal con-
cerns. No doubt we have a right to in-
terfere on behalf of our fellow-subjects
when those fellow-subjects are really op-
pressed, when those fellow-subjects have
no other hope of redress of grievances
under which they languish save the armed
intervention of their country. But that
that is the case in the present instance will
not be alleged for an instant by the other
side. The majority of the Uitlanders have
not asked for assistance, they are under
no grievances which are not common to all
aliens living in foreign countries. These
men are not oppressed, they are not slaves,
they are not robbed. Itisfree to them to
find shelter in friendly British territory
not 100 miles away. They do not wish to
do so, they elect to stay there, because on
the whole they are better off in the Trans-
vaal in spite of all their disabilities than
they would be in Natal. .

An Hox. MeMBER : What about the
case of the man Edgar who was shot by a
Boer policeman ?

Mr. HOLMAN : That case which has
been properly brought up by the hon.
member would have been a legitimate
ground for intervention by the English
Government. It was a case for inquiry
by the English Government, but the Eng-
lish Government did not inquire, and does
the hon. member know why?! Amongst
other reasons, because the Boer policeman
who shot this gentleman named Edgar,
was himself a man named Jones, an Eng-
lisb subject in the employ of the Boer
Government. He was the man who com-
mitted this high-handed act of brutality on
a fellow English subject.

An Hox. MEMBER: Why was not the
law allowed to take its course !

Mr. HOLMAN : The Boer law did take
its coyrse, and justice was done according
to the Boer forms of law. He was an
English subject living under Boer jurisdic-

Second night.
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tion. The English Government, standing
by and cognisant of every fact, took no
steps and asked for no redress or compen-
sation. What can be said about a -case
like that? Nothing whatever, except
that it is one of the incidents inseparable
from the existence of a lawless population
in a mining town where the scum of the
earth is congregated. Now, summing up
the situation, I find it is like this. 'We have
herea people over whom England has under
no circumstances a shadow of any claim
except that which has been exercised by
the.strong hand. Before 1877, England
bad no scruple of a right inside the Trans-
vaal. The annexation of 1877 was a piece
of as.open and impudent a piracy as has
ever been committed. It was carried out
in spite of the immediate protest of the
Boer citizens, Whatever rights England
has acquired since then, whatever claims
may be made of shadowy rights and un-
certain powers, they can all be traced up
to that tainted fountain head of an act of
open spoliation committed upon the Boers
by Sir Bartle Frere in 1877—action which
was taken, as we know, in excess -of Go-
vernment instructions to that ¢ prancing
pro-consul,” as he was called at the time.
From 1877 onwards there have been rela-
tions more or less perplexed and disturbed
between England and the Transvaal. Those
relations in 1881 were that a withdrawal
of all claims to interfere in certain matters
was'made by England. In 1884 a larger
withdrawal was made; and both of those
withdrawals—remember that they were
not withdrawals of historic claims to rights
exercised from time immemorial, but of
claims of recent birth, and only exercised
by virtue of powers conferred by this high-
handed act of rapine on the part of the
English administration —both of those
withdrawals stand in force at the present
day. Every one of those matters which
have been made the ground of complaint
by Uitlanders come within the category
of subjects control over which England
formally gave up in 1881 and 1884.
That is the position from a legal stand-
point. From the broader standpoint of
humanity we are told that, after all, these
things are merely the working out of a
law of mature; that here we have once
more an instance of the survival pf the
fittest ; and that the vigorous and illus-
trious English race is now about to step

[3r. Holman.

- [ASSEMBLY.]

South Africa.

in and wipe out this-effete and crumbling
power, which has too long cumbered the
ground. The law of the survival of the
fittest is, of course, a fact; but it is a fact
which it has been the crowning triumph
of civilisation to make more and more
conformable to the requirements of justice
and of equity. . Here the fittest does not
survive.. The man with the loudest voice,
with the strongest-determination, with the
most impudent disregard for the rights of
his fellow-men, is not the man who gets
the ear of the Chairman when a delicate
point of order is to be decided ; but justice
is done, and the rules of the House are
carried out. To-day, while the fittest sur-
vives, it is the fittest, not in endowment
of brute force, but of social equipment.
The man who survives in the struggle for
existence to-day is not the man who goes
forth, as Dr..Jameson ‘went forth on his
raid, with his pistols in his belt and his
sabre at his side, prepared to ride rough-
shod over humanity, but the man who
conforms to the usages of society; and
the fittest nation to survive is that nation
which, in all its dealings with its fellow-
nations, is actuated by the highest regard
for every jot and tittle of international law.
Just as to-day the robber, the burglar, and
the bushranger, in spite of their. courage
and energy, areheld down and thrust into
the outer darkness, and have to meet the
punishment which justly waits upon them
at the bidding of society at large, so, with
nations, the day of buccaneering has gone
by ; and it is the duty of every man who
values human progress to build up more
and more an understanding between the
peoples of the world ; to turn the human
race into one gigantic nation, with a com-
munity of laws and of intellect, so that ques-
tions of difference, instead of being settled
by the sword, may be settled by the humane
and peaceful method of arbitration.

Mr. BARTON : If the Government are
willing, I shall now move the-adjournment
of the debate.

Mr. Ly~xe: T am quite ‘willing ! :

Mr. COPELAND : I understand that

the Premier has received a cablegram of a

very important character from the Im-
perial Government, which it is only righthe
should announce to the House.

Mr. Lyxe : I have not received a cable
from the Imperial Government.

Debate adjourned.
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ADJOURNMENT.
Motion (by Mr. Lyng) proposed :
That this House do now adjourn.

Mr. COPELAND (Sydney—Phillip)
{11-257: I understand that the Premier
has received an important cablegram from
the Imperial Government dealing with the
subject which has been under discussion
this evening, and I think that it is his
duty to communicate it to the House.
The news has gone all round the Chamber,
and I have seen the hon. member showing
the cablegram to other hon. members.

Mr. Lyxe: I have not received any
cable from the War Office ; all I have is a
copy of a cable which will appear in to-
morrow morning’s newspapers, and which
was sent to me early in the evening.

Mr. J. C. L. Frrzeratrick : They will
appear in the fiction columns !

Mr. Ly~E: The cablegrams to which I
refer are these:

The Globe states that the Boers have.offered
a reward of £5000 for the capture of Mr. Cecil
Rhodes dead or alive.

Mr. Chamberlain, in view of the Boer threats
to murder English subjects, has warned Presi-
dent Kruger that he will be held responsible for
acts contrary to the laws of civilisation.

Nine thousand Kaffir miners, commanded by
two Englishmen, walked from Johannesburg to
Ladysmith, a distance of about 300 miles.

French Canadians are enthusiastically joining
the Canadian contingent for South Africa.

Those are ordinary press cablegrams.

Mr. NORTON (Northumberland)
[11-28]: T cannot say that the head of the
Government is to be .complimented upon
his action in reading such thoroughly un-
official telegrams. They are simply war,
scares, and I could manufacture a much
better bulletin any day of the week, and I
have done it for newspapers over and-over
again, The aspect of affairs is sefious
enough in all conscience, without reading
to the House what the Globe jingo pink
sheet of London has to say, until its news
is confirmed from official sources. I re-
spectfully submit that when Parliament is
seriously considering a matter upon which
the hon. member has deliberated, with a
loyalty which does him credit, and upon
which I shall deliberate with a loyalty
which I trust will do me credit, Police
Gazette news should not be read to us to
influence our deliberations. Further, the
head of the Government is not to be eom-
plimented upon the disposition which he
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continually shows to allow the business:of
the Government to be taken out of hishands
by members on the other side of the House.

Mr. Lysg: Is the hon. member in
order in making such a charge !

Mr. SpeAKER : The action of the Min-
istry is-fair matter for criticism by the-hon.
member, and therefore T do not think the
hon: member is out of order.

Mr. NORTON : I now reiterate with
great respect

Mzr. CorELAND: It has beenan invariable
custom for the Premier to convey any in-
formation he has to the House !

Mr. MiLLER : Never!

Mr. NORTON : Believing I am right,
I say there is a disposition being shown to
take the business out of the hands of the
Government, .and I for one, if I shall not
be out of order—and, of course I am a
novice at this business—trust the Govern-
ment will show no disposition to accept
the amendment sincerely moved by the
hon. mémber for Phillip Division.

Mr. SprakER : Order. I do not think
the hon. member is in order in discussing
that matter, because it ‘is an order of the
day for consideration to-morrow. I do
not think the resolution which has been
under discussion to-night can be touched
upon now. '

Mr. NORTON : I imagined that it
could not, and that was why I hinted that
I thought I was out of order. I hope the
Premier will not think that I bave made
these remarks in a disrespectful spirit,
The situation s in all conscience serious
enough without reading to the House what
the G'lohe newspaper in London says—that
£5,000 is offered by the Boers for Cecil
Rhodes’s head. What do we care about
Cecil Rhodes’s head? What we are troubled
about are the lives-of human beings, and
the care of the widows .and orphans who
will be created by this war.

Mr. Coperanp ; Cecil Rhodes, I sup-
pose, is not a human being !

Mr. NORTON : Cecil Rhodes, in my
opinion, if it is worth hearing, is one of
the most reckless, although capable, cold-
blooded monsters that have ever disgraced
the name of a Britisher—for false pretence,
for fraud, for violence done to human
rights, no matter whether they be black
or white. T will not bow down to this
modern colossus of Rhodes that is set up
for our adoration. I admire the British
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spirit that actuates the hon. member for
Phillip Division. I admire the spirit of
fair play that generally actuates him, but
I think he is blinded in this matter.
There are rights which we have to con-
sider, and although our loyalty may lead
us to condone in the extremity, everything
which has been done, we have no right to
attempt to bolster up or to extort from this
House a decision by such a bastard bogus
cable message as this. The hon. gentle-
man has been in official life, and he knows
very well that he would not act on such
information as that, that he would attach
no importance to it. It is a mere news-
paper paragraph, and the hon. gentleman
who carries weight in this House and this
country has shown an indecent haste, an
indecent desire to pander to what, I pre-
sume to term, the jingo spirit, by having
such a so-called message as that read to
the House at a time when we are deliber-
ating on whether or not we shall participate
in this great crisis in the empire’s®affairs
which exists in South Africa. I think the
situation is quite serious enough without
our yielding to every tinpot canard and
rumour which is put abroad. We have
had the columns of the public press stuffed
with lies that liave had to be contradicted
almost the next day. The Boers’ cause is
bad enough in all conscience, and I believe
that this cable from first to last is a damn-
able lie ; but having said that much I am
quite prepared to go further and state
that if the Boers d¢ venture to go to such
extremesas that, to single out one Britisher
for assassination by placing a price on his

head, the retort of Mr. Chamberlain would.

be a very proper one. I look upon it as
part of a policy of the Israelitish gang of
buccaneers who have been subterraneously
preparing this crisisand deluging the news-
papers of England

Mr. Quiny : I rise to order. I ask your
ruling, sir, as to whether the hon. member
is not discussing the question which is set
down for consideration to-morrow ¢

Mr. SpeAKER : I think the hon. member
was discussing the righteousness .of the
action of the Boers when he was inter-
rupted. I think he should leave the ques-
tion alone ; he will have an opportunity on
another occasion to discuss it.

Mr. NORTON : I bow, sir, to your
decision. I have said all I wish to say on
the subject at present.

[3r. Norton.

[ASSEMBLY.]

Adjournment.

Mr. Corera¥p: I hope I may be per-
mitted to point out to the hon. member for
Northumberland that there was no likeli-
hood of a division being taken to-night.
The debate was adjourned when I appealed
to the Premier to read the cablegram, and
therefore I could not possibly, at any rate
not justly, be charged with attempting to
influence the debate in any way whatever.

Mr. Miiper: What was the motive,
then, in asking that the cable be read ?

Mr. CoreLaxp: I did not know what was
in the cablegram. Why should I not know
its contents as well as the Premier? Thein-
formation had been conveyed to some hon.
members, and I wanted to get it conveyed
toall. Idid not know where it came from.
I was told that it was a cablegram from the
Imperial Government ; but now I under-
stand that it isnot from that Government.

Mr, MiLiEr: It is a bogus cablegram !

Mr. Coreraxp: I do not say it is a
bogus telegram. I dare say these gentle-
men of the press are accustomed to manu-
facturing bogus telegrams,

Myr. MitLer: And the hon. member
always believes them, too !

Mr.d. C.L. FITZPATRICK (Rylstone)
[11-38]: I merely rise to indorse to a cer-
tain extent what been said by the hon.
member for Northumberland, and to say
that I think a great deal too much im-
portance has been attached to this cable-
gram, seeing that it has not come from
anyofficial source to the Premier. To-night
some little disturbance occurred, and I
rose on several occasions, in common Wwith
a number of other members, to take a

.point of order as to certain statements by

interjectors on the other side of the
House, and I must say, in common justice
to the hon. member who was addressing
the Chair, and on whose behalf it was pro-
posedthata number of hon. membersshould
speak, that he was inveigled into making
certain statements by a fire of interjections.

Mr. SpEaRER : Order. I do not think
the hon. member is justified in referring
to another debate on a motion for ad-
journment. The hon. member will have
an opportunity of speaking when the de-
bate is resumed.

Mr. J. C. L. FITZPATRICK : T wish
to direct the attention of the Premier toa
circular which has been industriously sent
to hotel-keepers, particularly to country
publicans, which, I think, ought to be
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brought under the notice of the Board of
Health, or those authorities whose duty it
is to deal with such matters. The cir-
cular is sent out by a Melbourne company,
who offer for a fee of £1 to supply recipes,
through the agency of which brandy, gin,
rum, whisky, and other intoxicating liquors
might be manufacturedat a very cheapcost.
I think this is a matter which ought to
be brought under the notice of the health
authorities, so that they may see that no
deleterious articles are sold to people when
purchasing liquors at hotels. The articles,
the manufacture of which is referred toin
that ecircular, will probably be sold in
many country hotels, and the sale of legi-
timate liquors may be discontinued. No
doubt in the back-blocks hotels the people
get plenty of bad liquors, as well as in the
threepenny bars of Sydney, without their
having to consume such mixtures as are in-
dicated in the circular. I think the Pre-
mier might look into the matter, and see
whether there is any reason to fear that
liquors manufactured in the manner sug-
gested are going into general use.

Mr. LYNE (The Hume), Colonial Trea-
surer [11-22], in reply: I will take steps
to have some inquiry made respecting the
circular which the hon. member has read.
I would say one word with regard to the
mountain that has- been made ott of a
molehill as to the telegram which I read.
I should have read that telegram in the
House earlier had it been one sent to me by
the Secretary of State for the Colonies ;
but it was simply a telegram to the press,
and I did not think it worth while to read
what hon. members will see in the news-
papers in the morning.

Question resolved in the affirmative.

House adjourned at 11-43 p.m.
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KOORAWATHA-GRENFELL RAILWAY.

The Hon. J. WATSON asked the Vice-
PresipenT oF THE ExeEcuTive CouNoir,—
Have all the conditions imposed by the
act for the construction of the railway from
Koorawatha to Grenfell been complied
with?

The Hon.J. A. K. MACKAY answered,
—Yes.

JOINT STOCK COMPANIES ACT.

The Hon. Sir ARTHUR RENWICK
asked the VICE-PRESIDENT oF THE Ex-
ecuTIvE CouncirL,—(1.) Is he aware that
the Joint Stock Companies Act of 1891,
55 Victoria No. 19, has expired byeffluxion
of time? (2.) Is it the intention of the
Government to revive this act, in view of
its importance to various financial institu-
tions and the public ?

The Hon. J.A. K. MACKAY answered,
—(1.) T am aware that the 3rd section of
the Joint Stock Companies Arrangement
Act of 1891 has become inoperative. (2.)
The matter is under consideration.

FEDERAL CONSTITUTION BILL.

The Hon. N. HAWKEN : I wish to
ask the Vice-President of the Executive
Council, have the Government received
any intimation from the British Cabinet
of difficulty with the Federal Bill, as con-
taining certain provisions of serious Impe-
rial concern ?

The Hon J. A. K. MACKAY : I would
like the hon. gentleman to put the ques-
tion on the business-paper in the usual
way. I can hardly answer it off-hand.

FISHER TRUSTS DECLARATORY BILL.
Bill presented by the Hon. Dr. Cullen,
and read the first time.

TROOPS FOR SOUTH AFRICA.

The Hon. J. A. K. MACKAY rose to
move :

That this House is of opinion that New South
Wales should equip and despatch a military
force for service with the Imperial army in
South Africa.

He said : I do not think I need take up
the time of the House at any great length,
because, I believe, every hon. member
realises the importance of the present
situation, and is prepared to give the
forces of New South Wales an opportunity
of standing shoulder to shoulder with the





